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LONDON, FEBRUARY 24, 1877. 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


Sir Couman O’LocH en’s question in the House of 
Commons on Tuesday called attention to a matter with re- 
ference to which we think the public have just ground of 
complaint. It is now three weeks since the lamented 
death of Mr. Macnamara, and it has not yet been 
announced that the warrant of appointment to the 
vacant office of legal member of the Railway Com- 
mission has been signed. A fortnight ago it was formally 
stated that the Queen, on the recommendation of Sir 
C. Adderley, had signed the authority for the prepara- 
tion of such a warrant, appointing to the post a gentleman 
whose qualifications were, we believe, universally admitted. 
Itis nosecret—and, since the matter has been mentioned by 
a contemporary, there need he no hesitation in referring 
to it—that the cause of the delay in completing the 
appointment has been the claim which has been made on 
behalf of another public department to exercise the right 
of recommendation which had already been exercised by 
the President of the Board of Trade. We shall not 
presume to express an opinion as to whether the con- 
tention which has been raised is or is not tenable; but 
‘we may be permitted to point out that, if her Majesty’s 
pleasure as to the person to be appointed has been 
signified, it would be greatly to the interest of the 
public that the appointment should forthwith be com- 

It is very undesirable that the Commission 
should sit without a legal member, and we do not see 
why this inconvenience should longer continue. 





A corresronpent last week complained that cases in 
the Chancery Division “‘ are advanced and taken out of 
their turn to the prejudice of many suitors.” He men- 
tioned Tuesday, the 13th inst., as a day on which there 
were twelve or thirteen cases in the paper not one of 
which was among the first forty in the printed list, and 
some of which were not in that list at all. Has not our 
correspondent overlooked the rules which regulate these 
matters, and which are published with the sittings paper ? 
The principal rule is that ‘‘ further considerations will be 
taken as part of the general paper in priority to original 
causes which have not already appeared in the paper ” ; 
the second rule relates to short causes. Applying the 
first of these rules we find that on the day in question 
the first cause was an original cause “part heard.” 
This, under the rule, would of course have precedence, 
having “already appeared in the paper.” The second 
Was a demurrer, and it is well known that cases of this 
Class always come into the paper on the first cause day 
after they are ready for hearing. The rest of the causes 
in the day’s paper were “ further considerations” put in 
the paper according to the rule above mentioned. The 
Circumstance that many of these were not in the printed 


list arises from the fact that they were set down after 
the list was printed. All the other causes in the official’ 
list referred to by “A Managing Clerk” either by num- 
ber or by name were, with one exception, “ further 
considerations.” The excepted cause we see in the 
printed list, No. 169, is marked for the 16th of January. 
We have not investigated this solitary instance, but it-is 
more than probable that the cause was originally near 
the head of the printed list, and that the day so fixed 
was named for its hearing at a time when it was entitled 
to priority, but was obliged to be postponed through 
some untoward event, such as the illness of a witness, 
The object of the rules to which we have referred’is to 
clear the paper of matters which take but a few minutes 
in hearing, and which would otherwise be postponed to 
heavy “‘ witness causes.” It is no doubt a disappoint- 
ment to find that a cause only “forty off” is not heard 
immediately after thirty-nine have been disposed of, but 
against disappointments of this kind there is to be set 
the fact that the result of the rule is to sift the list of 
causes and to enable the judge to estimate the number 
he may safely put in his paper, so as to provide himself 
with at least a day’s work for each day. It is not diffi- 
cult to understand that business would be much more 
delayed if the rule desired by “ A Managing Clerk” were 
to prevail, and all the short matters were to be kept back 
by the preceding witness causes. 





In THE MonTH or AvGusT Last, a labouring man, pro- 
voked and challenged, both by words and blows upon 
the face, by a “much stronger and more powerful” 
fellow-labourer, possessed sufficient self-control to put 
down a scythe which he held in his hand, and engage 
in a stand-up fight with his challenger; in the course of 
the fight a blow from his fist struck down his opponent, 
whose head, either from the blow or from the fall, 
suffered suck a shock as caused effusion of blood on the 
brain, and thence death. Assuming these to be, as they 
are reported to be, the facts in a case tried at the 
Maidstone Assizes on Tuesday last before Sir Baliol 
Brett, there will, perhaps, be no surprise that the 
sentence which, according to the same report, was 
passed on the man convicted of this homicide 
awarded only the nominal punishment of a day’s: 
imprisonment, which was equivalent to an immediate 
release. Whether, indeed, it is a proper dis- 
charge of the duties of a judicial guardian of 
human life, and an interpreter of the laws, to dis- 
miss from the court amidst a “loud burst of applause ”” 
a man who has just been convicted of a legal offence,. 
may be open to doubt; to allow a reckless and ignorant 
crowd of persons, who were probably only too ready to 
use their fists on all occasions, to usher out of court, asa 
triumphant hero, the author of a fatal and illegal blow, 
seems no great testimony of judicial discretion. But if 
the imprisonment had been of such a duration merely as- 
to impress the bystanders with the sense that human 
life is really an object of protection, and that a man: 
who allows himself to use instruments of violence, 
even though the instruments are “provided by 
nature,” must answer for the consequences, probably 
no one would have quarrelled with the sentence. Bunt 
Sir Baliol Brett, not satisfied with thus, as it were, 
tacitly reproaching the law, which was so jealous. in 
its protection of life as to call the act a crime, pro- 
ceeded, in giving sentence (as the same report informs 
us), to weaken still further any feeling of fear or mis- 
giving which the law of the country might create in the 
minds of those who are disposed for a “‘fair stand-up- 
fight”; and his expressions of approval and: sympathy 
for the conduct of the prisoner do not seem to have been: 
qualified by a single expression of regret at the fatal 
issue of the conflict. The views of Sir Baliol Brett on.the 
subject of “fair stand-up fights” will not be forgotten 
by those who read the report of his remarkable utterances 
on the case of the manslaughter in the Essex. marshes. 
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The inconsistency of the views which thus find judicial 
utterance, with the view taken by English law, appears 
to be recognized by their author; but in a subject so 
important as criminal law, it is little satisfaction to find 
that a judge recognizes the existence of a law Which he 
refuses to give practical effect to. A question has 
arisen whether the judges of the Court of Appeal ought 
to be required to sit as judges of assize. The practice 
of requiring them to go circuit certainly causes much 
inconvenience, and, if such instances as those we have 
referred to were multiplied, there would be reason to 
fear lest the law should suffer as much from their 
presence in the country as suitors do from their absence 
in town. 





Tue remarks of Lord Justice Christian in the case of 
King v. Anderson, of which we give a summary in 
another column, so far transcend the utmost limit of 
judicial licence that we are not surprised to learn that 
a portion of the bar of Ireland have thought it their 
duty to take action in the matter. Judicial personalities 
are not altogether novel in Lord Justice Christian; 
some of his judgments delivered during the years 1869 
—1873 appear to us to have sinned grievously in that 
respect; but nothing so extraordinary as his recent out- 
‘burst has ever, so far as we know or believe, taken place 
on the bench of Great Britain or Ireland since the Re- 
volution. It is sometimes necessary, we admit, for an 
appellate judge to animadvert strongly upon the court 
below, in cases where some well-known principle has 
been misconceived or misapplied, or some novel and 
objectionable doctrine promulgated. The memory of 
our readers will readily supply instances. It may occa- 
sionally be necessary, and it is possible that some at 
Yeast of our readers will recollect a case in point, to 
animadvert upon some obvious instance of incapacity or 
perverseness on the part of the judge appealed from, so 
as not merely to set him right in the particular instance, 
but to svpply him with a rule for his direction in the 
future. Such instances are, however, very rare, and 
when they occur are regarded rather as misfortunes to 
be deprecated than opportunities to be seized. But it 
never can be necessary, and, therefore, never can be 
justifiable, toimpute such motives to the judge appealed 
from as the Lord Justice appears to have done in the 
recent case, 





Serjeants’-inn and Hall were put up for auction 
yesterday afternoon at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, 
by Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. The bid- 
dings commenced at £40,000, and the property was 
ultimately knocked down to Mr. Serjeant Cox for 
£57,100. 


On Monday last, in reply toa question from Mr. O’Conor, 
the Attorney-General said that the Bill on election peti- 
tions would be substantially the same as the measure of 
last year. 


On Friday, the 16th inst., in the House of Commons, 
the Attorney-General, in reply to Mr. Forsyth, said 
nothing could be more desirable than the codification and 
consolidation of the law, and especially of the criminal 
law. The question was very full of difficulty, but it was 
now receiving very careful consideration from the Lord 
‘Chancellor and the law officers, in conjunction with the 
Statute Law Commissioners. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, in reply to Sir C. 
O’Loghlen, the Chancellor of the Exchequer stated that, 
owing to the illness of Mr. Macnamara, the Railway Com. 
missioners had, since the month of July, been sitting with- 
out a legal commissioner, and that in consequence of the 
death of that gentleman, which was a great loss to the 
legal profession, of which he was so distinguished a member, 
a rod a railway commissioner would shortly be ap- 
poin' 


,; ago suggests the difficulty there is in respect of 
| relations of life in so shaping the law as to be quite fair 
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THE LIABILITY OF INNKEEPERS. 


A casE tried before the Lord Chief Baron a few days 


to both parties. The case to which we refer was that of 
anaction against an innkeeper at Brighton in respect of 
the loss of certain property by a guest. The relations of 
carrier and consignor of goods, and of innkeeper ang 
guest, are instances of relations of life such as we refer 
to. 

The stringency of the common law with regard to the 
liabilities of common carriers and innkeepers was 
great. The relation between these parties is the result 
of contract, but no person in his senses ever in fact con. 
tracted to be subject to such liabilities as those to which 
the carrier and innkeeper were formerly by law sub. 
jected. The law was no doubt an expression of a 
sense on the part of the general public of the great con. 
venience to themselves of these stringent obligations 
upon the persons who followed these particular callings, 
There is little doubt, too, that the circumstances of for. 
mer times rendered this stringency as against carriers 
and innkeepers much more necessary than it jg 
now. The consignor of goods intrusted them to 
the carrier for perhaps a very considerable journey 
having regard to the slower modes of transit 
and smaller facilities of communication of former 
days. It would take a long time before he would hear 
of anything going wrong with them; he would have very 
great difficulty in investigating the truth of any account 
the carrier might choose to give concerning them, and 
still greater difficulty in procuring any testimony to con. 
tradict his account. The carrier would have almost m. 
limited opportunity for collusion with robbers—a much 
more serious consideration in days when predatory 
operations of the most wholesale and daring character 
were constantly carried on upon the public highways, 
With regard to the innkeeper, a similar class of con 
siderations applied. The explanation and justification 
of the law is the helplessness which, without such lay, 
the circumstances of the particular relation of life entail 
upon one party to it. The law, in obviating this, no 
doubt inflicted some hardship upon the other party, 
There can be no doubt, however, that, to a very com 
siderable extent, the apparent hardship did not exist, 
because, with regard to much of the liability thata 
carrier or an innkeeper would incur under the lay, 
he would take it into consideration in the rates he 
charged. But in some respects it is obvious that the law 
imposed an intolerable liability, and one in respect of 
which the carrier or innkeeper was nearly helpless. A 
man might send a package of diamonds, the loss of 
which would utterly ruin the carrier, as an ordinary 
brown paper parcel. The severity of the law 
began to be mitigated by reason of the doctrines that 
sprang up with regard to the effect of the carrier's 
notice, and, subsequently, statutes such as the Carriers 
Act have still further relieved the carrier. With regard 
to innkeepers the ancient severity of the law long con- 
tinued, but at length an Act was passed in 1863 limiting 
their liability in respect of the goods of their guests, with 
certain exceptions, such as horses, to the sum of £30, 
except in the following cases, that is to say, (1) where 
such goods or property shall have been stolen, lost, or 
injured through the wilful act, default, or neglect of 
such innkeeper, or any servant in his employ ; (2) where 
such goods shall have been deposited expressly for safe 
custody with such innkeeper, &c. 

The facts of the case to which we have alluded, which 
turned on the words of this statute, seem to us to show 
how difficult it is to weigh in an equal balance the 
various considerations in favour of the one party and the 
other in these relations. As the facts are stated im 
the daily papers it appears that the innkeeper, om 
being informed by his guest of his loss, d 


to raise a hue and cry through the hotel, but 
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gent for adetective, who of course found out nothing. 
: Detectives cannot find anything out when they have no 
- afficient materials to work upon, though some of our 
daily journals appear to think that if a body is found ina 
 gcanal it necessarily follows from that premiss that a 
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detective ought to be able to unearth a murder. It ap- 
to have been put to the jury that there was 

a loss by the wilful default of the innkeeper within 
the first exception in the Act. The jury found that 
there was no negligence in the innkeeper with respect 
to not taking further steps to recover the property. 
It would not be fitting to criticize the verdict of the 
jory on this point. The brief sketch of the facts con- 
tained in a mere note of a case is not sufficient to enable 
any one fairly to judge whether the verdict was justified 
ornot. And, moreover, it appears questionable whether 
in point of law the default alleged was within the ex- 
ion, for it seems doubtful, first, whether it was 
wilful, and, secondly, whether the default contemplated 
"py that section can be mere default in trying to recover 
rty already stolen or lost, and whether it must not 

be default by which the original loss is caused. We do 
not wish to comment upon the facts as they existed 
in this particular case, or on the bearing of 
the provisions of the Act upon such facts. What we 
wish to call attention to is the difficulty of putting the 
jaw on an entirely satisfactory footing. Under the old 
system, when the innkeeper was responsible for the loss, 
no one can doubt that, in case of a serious loss of 
goods by a guest, there was a very uncomfortable 
uproar in the inn during the day succeeding the loss, 
and no one can doubt that the chances of the recovery 
of the property and detection of a crime were greatly 
increased thereby. Every one knows that when a thing 
must be found, it often is found. But it is easy to 
see that it is not the innkeeper’s interest to discover the 
thief unless he is made responsible for the goods. It is 
prejudicial to the house that there should be a disturbance, 
and that it should be publicly known that there has been 
a theft committed there. It is a terrible inconvenience 
to the master to have to institute inquiries which will 
unsettle his servants, and, perhaps, throw the working of 
his ménage into confusion. On the other hand, it is a 
serious thing that a guest should be robbed in a house 
of public entertainment, and that comparatively little 
¢ffort should be made by the master of the house to 
aha the property and discover the perpetrator of the 


e. 
With regard to the old law that made the innkeeper 
responsible for the original loss to a greater amount 
than £30, we feel no difficulty. It is a law which 
neither seems in its nature just, nor at the present day 
does it seem necessary. In olden days, when inns were 
much smaller and the character of the servants and even 
guests must generally have been well known to the inn- 
Keeper, and in view of the much greater denger of 
tobbery by collusion, it might not be unreasonable to 
make the innkeeper responsible for all within his house- 
» But now, when large hotels are much more com- 
mon, and the hotel is more a public place, like the street, 
than formerly; when, in the necessary exigencies of the 
ess, strange waiters are hired for the season, and, 

by reason of the general increase of travelling, the hotel- 
knows generally little or nothing about his guests; 

and when robbery of the kind prevalent in the days 
when the phrase “the dangers of the road” was really 
full of meaning has almost disappeared, such a law seems 
Ro longer reasonable or necessary. Our doubt is whether 
the present law, while it gives relief to the innkeeper, 
does not deprive the guest of the amount of protection 
to which he is fairly entitled—whether it ought not to 
be modified in some way 80 as to make it the interest of 
the innkeeper to institute the most strenuous efforts to 
assist the guest to recover his property. We must admit, 
however, that there are very weighty considerations to 
urged on either side, and the answer to the question 
depends on the relative weight that the answerer 





may feel disposed to give to such considerations. Some 
hardship there will probably be whatever the law of 
this subject is. 





THE IRISH JUDICATURE BILL. 


Tus Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Bill dif- 
fers so slightly from the Bill of last year that—at any 
rate in its present stage—it calls for but little comment 
from us; if we cannot regard the alterations as any 
material improvement of the measure, at any rate they 
can hardly do much harm. 

The principal variations are three in number. First, the 
proposed transfer of the Judge of Probate to the Common 
Pleas Divisionis abandoned, and instead thereof, he is given 
a division ‘all to himself,” and is required to take admi- 
ralty as well as probate and matrimonial causes. That he 
is properly removed from the Common Pleas Division we 
do not deny; on the contrary,-we last year pointed out 
how incongruous was the “fusion” (or confusion ?) of 
functions which would thus have been imposed upon 
him, and we are glad that that idea has been given up. 
But we are at a loss to see any advantage whatever in the 
new proposal, or any conceivable origin for it, except the 
(most unnecessary) existence of a fifth division in 
the High Court of Justice in England. But a divi- 
sion consisting of two judges, though an anomaly 
only to be excused by the need which the author 
of the Judicature Act seems to have felt to adhere 
as closely as possible to the “ancient ways,” can afford 
no justification for the creation of a division of one judge 
only / and that so as to invest him with an agglomeration 
of jurisdiction perfectly novel. The true course to have 
taken, as we have more than once pointed out, would 
have been to attach this jurisdiction to the Chancery 
Division and leave it to be exercised (subject to exist- 
ing rights) by all the judges of that division, a course 
which would have enabled the permanent number of 
those judges to be fixed at four, exvlusive of the Lord 
Chancellor. It is true that much of the jurisdiction in 
Admiralty is as foreign to the normal work of the Chan- 
cery Division as it is to that of the Common Pleas, or for 
that matter, of the Court of Probate. But this is a defect 
which is simply inevitable, whatever arrangement may be 
adopted, and in all other respects the arrangement 
proposed by us would have, while that proposed by the 
Bill has not, the advantage of a scientific and convenient, 
instead of an arbitrary and anomalous division of 
functions. In connection with this subject we may point 
out a ludicrous blunder in section 36, obviously arising 
from carelessness on the part of the draftsman, who has 
omitted to notice that, in consequence of the alteration in 
question, the Common Pleas Division would now 
permanently consist of three judges only. In order to 
create a full court for the hearing of appeals from or cases 
reserved by election judges it is provided that the junior 
judge of the Queen’s Bench Division shall (“ but only so 
longas there shall be but three judgesof the Common Pleas 
Division”) form a fourth judge of that division for the 
particular purpose. This limitation, which was necessary 
when it was intended to fill up the Common Pleas Divi- 
sion to four judges by the transfer thereto of the judge 
of probate, becomes absurd when found in a Bill which 
proposes permanently to reduce the members of the divi- 
sion to three. 

The second variation of importance is the exclu- 
sion of the Court of Bankruptcy from the operation 
of the Bill. This, again, is apparently founded on the 
analogy of the English Act; but the cases are entirely 
different, and the working of the system in England 
is not so satisfactory as to make us wish to see it 
extended to Ireland. The bankruptcy judges in Ireland 
could, without any inconvenience to themselves, and 
with manifest benefit to the public, have been invested 
with allthe powers and called upon to perform all the 








duties of judges of the High Court, It is not to be 
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forgotten that much of the work done in England by 
registrars, chief clerks, &c., is in Ireland done by the 
judges themselves, and this, which we consider as in 
itself a great advantage in the Irish system, has this 
further merit, that it supplies (or might have been made 
to provide) a reserve of judicial power, which this Bill 
preposes to waste, by the simple expedient which we 
have suggested. The objections taken to the Bill of 
last year on the question of circuit-going judges, and 
which this Bill does nothing to remove, supply an illus- 
tration of our meaning. 

The remaining alteration which we notice in the 
present Bill is the absence of any provision for the 
appointment of official referees. This we consider an 
unmixed improvement. ‘There can be no reason for 
imposing upon Ireland an institution which has proved 
so lamentable and laughable « failure in England. 

It is so generally admitted that the passing of the 
Judicature Act for England practically necessitated 
some similar changes in Ireland, that no apology is 
needed for once more declining even to consider the ques- 
tion whether the existing system does or does not call for 
reform. But this is no reason why the new system for 
Ireland should be a servile copy of the English system, 
even in its defects. There is one particular, indeed, in 
which the English model has been departed from: will 
it be adhered to? ‘The ordinary judges of the Court of 
Appeal are to be styled ‘‘ Lords Justices,” and not, as in 
England, “ Justices of Appeal.” 








Rebtews. 


WILLS. 


A Coworsz Treatise on THE ConstrucTION or WitLs. By 
H. 8. Tuzopatp. Stevens & Son. 


This book has a wider scope than its title might imply ; 
it deals with rules of administration as well as rules of 
construction, and also with the several general rules of 
law which, from their constant application in reference 
to the terms of testamentary dispositions, are conveniently 
treated of in a text-book on wills. In this respect the ex- 
tended plan of Mr. Theobald’s work gives it, for practical 
purposes, an advantage over that of Mr. Hawkins. In 
another feature, however, it is less excellent. Mr. 
Theobald says in his preface that the rules of construc- 
tion discussed in his pages are to be regarded simply as 
arguments in the interpretation of a testator’s meaning. 
Viewed in this light, the arguments are of very different 
weight; and the judgment and learning of a writer 
must be exercised in a high degree in marshalling 
rules and authorities in their proper rank, and giving to 
each its due relative prominence. Now, we do not 
often find Mr. Theobald positively inaccurate in sub- 
stance ; but he often fails to explain the relative weight 
of different “arguments.” ‘To take an instance or two. 
On the vexed question of “survivors” being read as 
“ others,” he does not point out the true importance of 
the gift over, which is clearly explained in the elaborate 
judgment of Sir R. Baggallay in Wake v. Varah; 
and he dismisses the important and instructive case of 
In re Corbett’s Trusts with a suggestion of a ground 
on which it “may possibly be supported.” Again, at 
p- 88 we find in a prominent position the rule— 
“when there is an enumeration of particular things, 
followed by et cetera, only things ejusdem generis will 

s,’ which is certainly a rule of no great force; 
whilst there is no reference on this point to the sensible 
observations of the Master of the Rolls in Hodgson v. 
Hodgson (24 W. R. 575), unquestionably representing, 
as they do, the actual tendency of the courts on these 
questions. 

The substance of the law is summarized by Mr. Theo- 
bald with considerable skill, and generally with ac- 





al 
curacy. It may be worth while, however, to point oy 
a few cases in which he is inexact or misleading, The 
first two paragraphs on p. 224 are perplexing, There 
were no words of limitation in Ryan v. Cowle, or in 
Gummoe v. Howes ; and the decisions went on the 
principle that the testators had put a meaning oq 
‘tissue’ and “heirs of the body” by referring to 
as “such children”; and we may add that there 
seems no ground at all for thinking, as Mr. Hay. 
kins does, that Gummoe v. Howes is inconsistent with 
Jesson v. Wright. On p. 176, r. 3, the rule ig 
too broadly stated. The argument on which Wing % 
Wing was decided was equally applicable to King y, 
Cleveland ; the rule is that words importing distriby. 
tion will carry the gift to the next of kin, unless thege. 
words can be otherwise explained or accounted for. Op 
p. 141, Daniell v. Daniell is erroneously cited as proving 
point which the judge, as he said, purposely declined to 
decide. The other authority is not very satisfactorily 
reported. The extrinsic evidence may not have beey 
sufficient to establish the testator’s meaning; but that 
is really all that the case can be taken to show. No 
doubt it would be held that direct evidence of intention 
is not admissible ; but Mr. 'Theobald’s language in 
down tke rule certainly appears to us to be loose, if nob. 
inaccurate. At p. 282, r. 2, Dalton v. Hill is cited 
without any mention of one of the two grounds of de 
cision, namely, the terms of the gift over. On p, 
249, r. 4, we are not referred, upon the effect of the 
word “trusting,” to Hillis v. Hillis (23 W. R. 382) where 
no trust was raised. 


Generally speaking, the latest cases have been col. 
lected with great care and industry; and there are, so 
far as we have observed, few useful authorities’ with 
which Mr. Theobald has failed to illustrate his pages. 
At p. 323 he might, upon the question of the creation 
of a separate use, have included with advantage the cases. 
of Darley v. Darley and Cape v. Cape, both of which 
are mentioned by Mr. Jarman. Smith v. Ridgway 
(L. R. 1 Ex. 331), an important case upon the construe 
tion of descriptive words, is not noticed. At p. 26, 
pl. 7, something might have been said upon Aston % 
Wood (43 L. J. Ch. 715), which is rather difficult to 
understand upon the point there in question. Upon 
the general rules as to supplying words (p. 428) the im- 
portant judgment of Wood, V.C., in Hope v. Potter ( 
K. & J. 206) is rather strangely passed by; nor is there 
any reference to a somewhat strong decision of the Ex 
chequer Chamber, Warde v. Plumb (40 L. J. Ex. 108), 
Mayd v. Field (24 W. R. 660) might have been cited 
with McCarogher v. Whieldon on p. 432. And, to 
close this short list of sins of omission, why is nothing 
whatever said in the chapter on residuary gifts (p. 92) 
about the old law as to the operation of residuary 
devises ? 

The book shows a few signs of haste; rather a serious 
one occurring in the statement of the rule in Greville ¥. 
Browne, at p. 475, where for “when debts are directed 
to be paid” we should read, ‘‘ when there are gilts of 
legacies.” At p. 366 the author discusses Young % 
Robertson at length; and concludes that, on the whole, 
the balance of recent authority is in favour of the 
principle adopted in that case, but he fails in- 
advertently to tell his readers how the case was 
decided. At p. 131, the comment upon Jn re Ayle 
Trusts is unfounded. McOurogher v. Whieldom 
and Knox v. Wells are erroneously entitled, both in 
the index and in the text. Upon the subject of 
perpetuity we are afraid that Mr. Theobald has 
not studied with due diligence the supplement to 
late Mr. Lewis’s book; otherwise he would hardly spealt 
in the terms which he uses at p. 291 of the ‘* other argu» 
ments” advanced in support of the view that contingent 
remainders can be too remote. We hope that before ® 


second edition of this work is called for, the Legislature 


may have taken away from conveyancers that bone of 
contention. " 
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ger our observation; but we desire, nevertheless, to 


We have indicated some blemishes which have come 
oi our decided impression, after a somewhat careful 


gamination, that this is a book of great ability and 


. It bears on every page traces of care and 
It is certain to prove of great 


to be distinctly felt. A task of the kind 
Mr. Theobald has successfully undertaken 


np few attractions to men capable of performing 


gs well as he has done; and we can only hope that 


| je will feel the well-earned gratitude of his brother 
lawyers to be a sufficient recompense. 





REVISED EDITION OF THE STATUTES. 


Taz Statutes: Revisep Epritton. Vol. XI. By 
Authority. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


This volume brings the statutes down to 16 & 17 Vict. 
(1853). Attention is drawn in the preface to the 
tircumstance that ‘‘the marginal notes, as having no 

islative authority,” have been revised throughout by 
the editor. We have always contended that this view 


| 4sthe right one; but having regard to the recent obser- 


yetions of the Master of the Rolls in In re Venour’s 
Settlement (24 W. R. 753) the question cannot be re- 
as free from doubt. The editor, however, can 

the authority of a judge of hardly less eminence 
favour of his opinion; for in Claydon v. Green (16 
W.RB. 1126) Willes, J., remarked that the abolition of 
the practice of engrossing bills could not “ affect the rule 
which treated the title of the act, the marginal notes, 
and the punctuation, not as forming part of the Act, 
but merely as contemporanea expositio.” It would be 


 gcurious investigation to compare the original wiih the 


revised marginal notes, and there are certain statutes of 
comparatively recent date, not yet reached, in which we 
shall examine with interest the extent of amendments 
deemed necessary. But what we want to know is, who 
writes the marginal notes to newclauses added during the 
passage of the Bill through Parliament, and who revises 
the marginal notes of the Billso as to adapt them to the 
amendments made in the clauses ? We have heard of one 
instance in which a Bill was laid before counsel for this 
purpose ; but, judging from some of the recent specimens 
of marginal notes (see the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1870, s. 8), the theory does not seem altogether 
incredible which supposes that any marginal notes 
which may be needed are added by the Queen’s Printers’ 
“devil "—probably a prince among his race, but hardly 
competent for the task of condensing the enactments of 
the Legislature. 











A great deal has been said, remarks the Central Law 

, about prolixity in pleading in equity cases under 

the rules which obtained in former years ; but we doubt if 
pyshing can be found which, for ‘‘ linked sweetness long 
out,” eclipses the bill filed in the Circuit Court of 
Louis county, Missouri, in the case of Schulis v. The 

y ia Life Insurance Company. That case, among 
Several others of a similar character, was taken up for 
Seige Th ou demurrer, on Saturday last, before his honour, 
e Thayer. The graphic reporter of the Globe-Democrat, 
describes the discussion as follows :—“ J udge Clover, counsel 
for the Columbia, ealled for the papers, and dealt out seven 
tent demurrers on the table. Then he took up the 
ttiginal Schultz sree and said he was going to read it 
=i at which bets were at once made as to how long it 
Would take him, with side-bets as to the prospects of his 
~ y Ag task. He commenced at 2.1 p.m., reading 
about 140 words to the minute, with occasional spurts at 
240 or thereabouts, so that the official shorthand reporter 
Sent a boy out for an extra cord of note-books and another 
d pen. Twice he stopped to comment, and nine times did 
Clover correct his reading. Gradually he got slower 

and slower, and at four minutes and thirty-nine seconds 
‘Past three the last syllable had been read, and the manu- 
cript was gracefully laid on the table.” 








General Correspondence: 


PaRriTIoN UNDER a Power oF Excuanee. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The learned writer of the article in the Sotrcr- 
tors’ JounNaL for February 17, on partition under a 
power of exchange, seems to have answered the objec- 
tion to such exercise of the power by pointing out that 
the word “exchange” may mean either substance or 
form—either the transaction, however effected, of 
mutually changing the ownership of two properties, or 
the peculiar form of assurance by which, at common law 
(in certain cases only), the ownershipcould be transmitted. 
without feoffment, grant, or release, the use of the word 
in that limited sense being usually indicated by adding 
the words ‘‘at common law.” He would have made 
the answer complete if he had added that the word 
cannot have the latter meaning in an ordinary power of 
exchange, because a conveyance by way of exchange at 
common law can be made only by virtue of an estate, 
and not by virtue of a power; what the power, therefore, 
authorizes is the transmutation of the beneficial owner- 
ship, and not the assurance by which it is effected. It 
might, by directing that the exchange should in every 
cease be effected by the special common law assurance, 
limit its application to cases in which that could be done ; 
but we may safely say that there is no example of @ 
power so limited. The same word or sound may have 
different meanings, according to the context and surs 
roundings, even in different parts of the same document 
or utterance, and is then as many different words as it 
has meanings; but it cannot at one time and in one place 
have more than one meaning, any more than M. 
Harpagon’s cook-coachman could exercise both func- 
tions at once. To express two meanings, even in punning, 
it must actually or inferentially be used twice, as any one 
may see who will be at the trouble to take down a pun 
and examine the works. The genus includes, as a matter 
of classification, the species, and both may have the 
same name, but that name cannot at the same time 
mean the genus and the species. If the donee of 
a power of exchange has the legal estate, he needs 
no authority to enable him to make an exchange at 
common law. If he has it not, no authority can give 
him the power. What he wants when he is not absolute 
owner is authority to bind the beneficiaries, and also 
anthority to dispose of the legal estate if it is not in 
him. A power to exchange property, therefore, must 
be a power to give that property in lieu of other 
property, and cannot be a power to execute a common 
law exchange. The word is spent in expressing that 
meaning, and if the intention is to confine the scope of 
the power to cases in which a common law exchange 
would be possible, the word “ exchange” must be again 
used or referred to, with a restrictive, and not an 
enabling, context. Such a restriction, if expressed, would: 
exclude from the power, not only undivided shares, but 
every beneficial interest not represented by a correspond- 
ing legal estate vested in the donee of the power. That 
a power to exchange should ever have been thought to 
refer to the common law assurance seems strange whem 
it is recollected that the most frequent example of the 
power is that which occurs in some deed or will contain= 
ing limitations of the legal estate, and which is there- 
fore supplemented by a further power to make the 
assurance by which the exchange is to be effected—by 
revoking the old limitations and appointing to the 
exchangee. 

The question why partition was not mentioned in the 
power, if it was meant to be included, is demurrable on 
general grounds of construction; but it may be answered 
by pointing out that partition is mentioned in mentioning 
exchange, of which (pace Lord Eldon, 11 Ves. 476), it is 
a case. Partitions cannot be classed otherwise than as 
exchanges, whether the shares be two or twenty. Thus 
let A., B., C., &c., represent the part owners, 1, 2, 3, &c., 
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the allotments, and the indices a., b., c., &c., the un- 
divided shares in the allotments—then, under whatever 
authority and by whatever form of assurance the partition 
is effected, the substance of it is that A. retains la, takes 
1b from B. in exchange for 2a; takes 1c from C. in 
exchange for 3a, and so on the end of the series. B. 
retains 2b, takes 2a from A. in exchange for 1b; takes 2b 
from C. in exchange for 3b, and so on. 

The partition could be effected by the common law 
assurance of exchange if undivided shares could be so 
exchanged. But Sheppard seems to be right when he 
says that “joint tenants, tenants in common, and 
coparceners cannot exchange [he is speaking of 
‘common assurances’] the lands they do so hold before 
they have made partition” (p. 292); and Preston seems 
to have been unusually forgetful when he asked what 
objection there could be to this as between coparceners 
and tenants in common. The obvious objection is, that 
the several entries, attornments or other appropriate 
equivalent to entry which the common law requires to 
complete the assurance, cannot be. 

After writing so far I find, upon reference to 25 L. J. 
Ch. 413, and 2 Jur. N. 8. 248, that Bradshaw v. Fane 
is reported there very much more completely than in 3 
Drew. 534, and that Vice-Chancellor Kindersley there 
showed, as I have done, that a partition among three 
may be by exchange. It is remarkable that he should 
not have seen that it could not be otherwise than by ex- 
change, and still more remarkable that, with the decisions 
in Abel v. Heathcote (4 B. C. C. 277) and Doe v. Spencer 
(2 Ex. 752) precisely in point, he should have held the 
title doubtful ; the exchange as to which he doubted being, 
moreover, literally within the terms of the power, which 
was “ to sell and dispose of, and limit, and appoint, and 
convey all or any of the same parts or shares and heredita- 
ments, forsuch price in money or other equivalent asshould 
be deemed reasonable, and to limit, appoint, and convey in 
exchange the said moiety or half-part and hereditaments, 
or any part thereof, for or in lieu of any other messuages, 
lands, tenements, or hereditaments, or parts or shares of 
messuages,” &c., the only settled property being the 
moiety in question. There was the usual power of revo- 
cation and appointment, but it is rather to be inferred 
from the reports that the limitations were in the form of 
trusts, and the legal estate was outstanding in a mort- 
gagee. 

It is not easy to see how Baron Rolfe, in Doe v. 
Spencer, failed to see that a partition among three is 
three exchanges and not one triangular exchange. Neither 
is it easy to see any reason, except the pedantry of the 
old lawyers, why a triangular exchange of lands by agree- 
ment and entry (where A. gives 1 to B. in considera- 
tion that B. gives 2 to C. and C. gives 3 to A.) should 
be less valid at common law than a similar exchange 
of obligations is in mercantile law. 


Temple, Feb. 19. G. S. 


[The reasoning of our learned correspondent appears 
to us to be conclusive, and it is curious that the 
distinction to which we referred between the sub- 
stance and the form, the interchange of interests and 
the form of assurance by which it is effected, should not 
have been dealt with by some of the authorities upon 
the subject. But with regard to his statement as to the 
meaning of the word “ exchange” in the ordinary power, 
it is to be observed that the question is not whether it 
can refer to a form of assurance (that assurance being 
exchange at common law) for it is abundantly clear, 
for the reasons which he states, that it cannot. The 
point is whether, assuming it to apply to the substance 
and not to the form, the interchange of interests which 
it originally intended to describe was or was not an in- 
‘terchange which could have been effected by the common 
law assurance. Whilst agreeing with our correspondent’s 
conclusions, it is nevertheless impossible to overlook the 
fact that some high authorities have construed the word 
as having a restricted meaning of this kind, and until it 





is decided that it has not, the general proposition that, 
power of sale and exchange authorizes partition cannot 
be regarded in practice as absolutely settled.—Ep, §, J} 





“ A Sueeestion TO Law PuBLISHERS,” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 


Sir,—'‘ Copinger’s Index” is valuable where a 
library can be made use of, but even then it does not ia 
assistance in many cases. I think your correspondent 
“R, T.” will not find references in “ Copinger” to many 
of the following forms :— 

Agreement by a railway company to purchase mines unde 
railway, after receiving from mine-owner notice of intentigy 
to work. 

Agreement for [or conditions of] sale of a newspaper, 

Appointment of valuer to make farm valuation as betwee 
outgoing and incoming tenant. 

Assignment (short) of a leasehold estate with numeroy 
rents reserved on building under-leases of parts. 

Conveyance to railway company by special occupant of 
part of property held for lives. 

Conveyance to a burial board. 

Conveyances of sites for use of different religious bodies, 

Conveyance to uses of real property settlement, thy 
purchase-money being paid by tenant for life for benefit of 
the trust estate. 

Conveyance (short) of numerous freehold ground-rents, 


Deed of arrangement between adjoining owners providing © 


for an area being left open to admit light. 


Enfranchisement by trustees and tenant for life unde © 


ordinary power of sale and exchange. 

Grant to railway company of a right to constrnct 4 
tunnel under a plantation. 

Lease to a married woman. 

Mortgage of unpaid instalments of purchase-money o 
property contracted to be sold. 

Re-demise by lessee to lessor of part of the building com 
prised in first lease. 

Surrender to mortgagor on discharge of leasehol 
mortgage by demise, numerous under-leases for buildiyg 
purposes having been granted since the mortgage. 


A very long list could easily be furnished of forms whith : 


are not to be found in the books. 
A Country Soxivrtor. 








Cases of the Week. 


SroppaGe 1n Transitu—-Enp or TRansiT—ConstTRuct 
DELIVERY—AGREEMENT FOR ParTICULAR DEsTINATION OF 
Goops.—In acase of In reLove, heard by the Court. of Appeal 
on the 15th inst., a question arose as to the right of an uw 
paid vendor of goods to stop them im transitw under som 
what peculiar circumstances. The vendor had entered in 
an agreement under seal with the purchaser that the for 
mer should from time to time supply goods to the latter, 
the vendor drawing bills of exchange on the purchaser fot 
the invoice priceof the goods, which bills the purchaser wast 
accept. The purchaser was to ship the goods to a specified 
firm at Shanghai for sale on his account, The bills of lad 
ing were to be made out to the order of that firm, and were 
to be sent by the purchaser to them by post immediately os 
receipt by him. The vendor was to have a lien upon 
bills of lading, and on each shipment of goods in transit a 
in the hands of the consignees, for the price of that ship 
ment, Under this agreement a parcel of goods wa 
ordered by the purchaser. The vendor sent the good 
to a packer, who, when he had packed them, for 
warded them (carriage paid) by railway to L 
marked ‘‘Shanghai,” and addressed (according to 
purchaser’s instructions) to a ship called The Gordon C 
which was loading in the West India Dock for Sh i 
Meanwhile, the purchaser accepted a six months’ bill dra 
on him by the vendor for the invoice price of the goods. 0 
the arrival of the goods in London the railway compaly’ 
advised the purchaser, stating that they held the goods # 
warehousemen to his order, and that they would be sent & 
The Gordon Castle. The en were sent to the ship, and tht 
purchaser bad the bills of lading made out to his own ordi 
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gpd signed by the shipowners, but they were never delivered 


gor to him, inasmuch as he failed to pay the freight. The 
however, sailed for Shanghai with the goods on board. 
Adsy or two before she sailed the purchaser stopped pay- 
ment, and shortly afterwards filed a liquidation petition, 
gnd was ultimately adjudicated a bankrupt. The bills 
oflading remained in the hands of the shipowners, from 
wbom both the vendor and the trustee in the bankruptcy of 
the purchaser claimed them. An arrangement was made 
that the goods should be sold by the agent of the ship- 
overs at Shanghai, and the purchase-money paid over to 
which ever of the claimants should succeed in estab- 
lishing his title to it. The court (James, L.J., and 
Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) held that the agreement 
that the vendor should have (what was called) a lien on 
the bills of lading and the goods did not deprive him of 
his ordinary right of stoppage in transitu ; that the transit 
was not brought to an end by the delivery of the goods in 
london to the order of the purchaser, but that it continued, 
according to the agreement of the parties, up to the arrival 
of the goods in Shanghai (indeed, James, L.J., said that 
the vendor conld have obtained an injunction to restrain 
the purchaser from sending the goods to any other destina- 
tion), and that, as the bills of lading were still in the hands 
of the shipowners, the transit was not at an end when the 
demand for them was made by the vendor. That demand 
was an effectual stoppage in transitu, and, therefore, the 
vendor was entitled to the proceeds of the goods. The 
court held that the case was governed by Rodger v. The 
Comptoir a’ Escompte (17 W. R. 468, L. R. 2 P. C. 393). 





Witt—ConstructioN—INCONSISTENT BEQUESTS—ABSO- 
wore Girt cuT DowN To Lire Estate.—On the 19th inst., 
the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James, L.J., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) affirmed the decision of Hall, V.C., in In 
re Bagshaw’s Trusts (24 W. R. 875). A testator bequeathed 
all his personal estate to his wife absolutely, and by a 
subsequent clause in his will he bequeathed the residue of 
his personal estate to trustees, in trust for bis children and 
their issue living at his death, and, if there should be no 
object of that trust, then in trust for his brothers and sisters 
living at his death, and their issue. The testator left no issue 
living at his death, and after the death of the wife a question 
arose between her executors and the testator’s brothers and 
sisters, as to who was entitled to the property. It was con- 
tended that the second gift was intended only to provide for the 
‘event of the wife predeceasing the testator, and the bequest 
toher thus lapsing. But the Court of Appeal agreed with 
the Vice-Chancellor in holding that the effect of the gift to 
the trustees was to cut down the prior absolute gift to the 
wife to a life estate. 





TImz FoR APPEALINGC—ONE ORDER MADE ON FURTHER 
CoNsSIDERATION AND ON SUMMONS TO VARY CERTIFICATE— 
Orp. 58, x. 15.—In a case of Cummins v. Herron, heard by 
the Court of Appeal on the 20th inst., an objection was raised 
that the appeal was out of time. The object of the suit was 
to restrain the defendant from polluting a stream, and to 
Tecover damages for pastinjury thereby caused to the plaintiff. 
At the hearing an inquiry as to damages was directed, and 
on the 6th of April, 1876, the chief clerk certified that the 
plaintiff was entitled to £200 damages. The defendant 
took out a summons to vary the certificate, and the summons 
came on to be heard with the further consideration of the 
cause on the 15th of May, 1876. Hall, V.C., then made 
one order, on the further consideration and on the summons, 
that the court did not think fit to make any order on the 
defendant’s application to vary, but ordered him to pay the 
£200 to the plaintiff, and granted a perpetual injunction to 
restrain the defendant from fouling the stream. On the 
Slst of July, 1876, the defendant gave notice of appeal from 
the whole order. The court (Jessel, M.R., James, L.J., and 

lay, J.A.) held that the appeal, so far as it was an 

appeal from the order on the summons, was too late, it being 

40 appeal from an interlocutory order, which ought to have 

brought within twenty-one days. It made no differ- 

énce that the order on the summons and the final order on 

er ennrens were sod aie _ _ Lar wag Ker 

m put an end to the ap a ther, for the defend- 

ant, being estopped from saying Gat he had not caused 

damage to the plaintiff in the past, could not contend that 
he ought not to be restrained from doing so in the future. 





AppEaL—SeEcurgity ror Costs—Orp. 58, rk. 15,—On the 
21st inst., in a case of Clarke v. Roche, applicatioa was 
made to the Court of Appeal to order security to be given 
for the costs of an appeal under the following circum- 
stances :—The matter was a plaint in equity in a county 
court, which was decided in favour of the plaintiff. The 
defendants applied to a divisional court of the Exchequer 
Division for a rule calling on the respondents (including 
the judge of the county court) to show cause why the 
judge should not sign a case on appeal. This rule was 
granted, but afterwards, on cause being shown, the rule 
was discharged, with costs. The defendants gave notice 
of appeal from this last decision. The plaintiff then 
moved that the defendants should give security for the 
costs of the appeal. In support of the application the 
only evidence was an affidavit made by the managing 
clerk of the plaintiffs’ solicitor. He deposed that the 
costs of the proceedings in the Exchequer Division had 
been taxed at the sum of £28 12s, 4d. that he had 
requested payment of them, but that they had net yet 
been paid. He added, “I have no reasonable ground for 
expecting that the appellants or either of them will pay 
the said costs or any of them, they and each of them 
being, as I am informed and believe, without the means 
of payment.” The appellants adduced no evidence in 
answer to this. It was argued on their behalf that in all 
the previous cases, such as Wilson v. Smith (24 W. R. 
421, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 67), distinct and positive evidence of 
the insolvency of the appellants had been required, and that. 
evideuce merely of information and belief was insufficient. 
The court (Jessel, M.R., James, L.J., and Baggallay, 
J.A.), however, ordered that the applicants should deposit 
£20 in court, and that the proceedings on the appeal 
should be stayed until this had been done. Jessel, M.R., 
based his decision on four grounds—(1) that the judge 
himself was a respondent, and that a judge ought not to 
be vexed with such proceedings without some indemnity 
against costs; (2) that the appeal was a second appeak 
in a county court case which had been twice heard in the 
Exchequer Division; (3) that the costs of the previous 
hearing had not been paid, though the respondents had 
asked for payment; (4) that there was evidence as to 
information and belief that the appellants had not the 
means of paying the costz, which they had not chosen to 
contradict. The matter being one within their own 
knowledge it must be assumed that they could not con- 
tradict it. 





CompANY—WINDING Up—MISFEASANCE OF DrRECTOR— 
Companies Act, 1862, s. 165—SnortTHanp WRriITER’s 
Norss or Evipence—OCosr or Printinc—Orp. 58, rx. Il, 
12.—The same day, in a case of In re The Caerphilly Colliery 
Company, the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James, LJ. 
and Baggallay, J.A.) affirmed an order of Bacon, V.C. 
(L. R. 4 Ch. D. 222), under section 165 of the Companies 
Act, that a director should pay a sum of money to the 
liquidator of the company, on the ground that he had been 
guilty of a misfeasance or breach of trust, under the follow- 
ing circumstances:—A contract had been entered into for 
the sale of a colliery to the company in consideration of a 
sum of £14,000, which was to be paid half in cash, and half 
in 1,400 shares of £5 each. The director in question agreed 
to accept the office at the instance of one of the vendors, 
who provided him with the required qualification of twenty- 
five shares out of the 1,400 fully paid-up shares, The director 
after his election was the proposer of the resolution which 
authorized the carrying out of the contract for the purchase- 
of the colliery. It did not appear that when he agreed to 
take the shares he knew that the person who gave them to 
him was actually one of the vendors, but he did know 
that he was in some way engaged in getting up the com- 
pany. The court held that under such circumstances 
the director had in fact received from the vendor or pre- 
moter part of the purchase-money which the company, to 
whom he stood in a fiduciary position, was paying, and that 
it was impossible on the ordinary ape of equity that 
he could be allowed to retain it. The company had a right. 
to make him account for the shares, or their value at the 
time when he obtained them, and the only question was, 
what was the value? And the court, as in McKay's case 
(24 W. R. 49, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 1) and in In re The British 
Provident Company (noted anée, p. 278), held that the cir 
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-eumstance that, at the time when the shares were obtained, 


applications were being made by the public for shares on 

e terms of paying for them their par value, was evidence 
that that was the real value of the shares at that time, 
and the court accordingly affirmed the Vice-Chancellor’s 
order that the director should pay to the liquidator the 
full ncminal value of the shares which he had received. 
The court also, as in Bigsby v. Dickinson (25 W. R. 89, 
122, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 24, noted ante, p. 147), allowed the 
respondent the cost of printing a shorthand writer's notes 
of vivé voce evidence taken on the hearing before the Vice- 
Chancellor, and of a transcript of the notes made for the 
purpose of the printing. They declined, however, to lay 
down any general rule as to costs of this kind. 


Drvorce—Cross Surts—IventicaL Issuzs—EsToprEL— 
APPLICATION TO STRIKE OUT—AFFIDAVIT—REPLICATION.— 
In the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on the 
20th inst., the president of the division delivered judgment 
in Robinson v. Robinson, on an application to strike out 
certain allegations in the answer. The suit was a wife's 
petition for restitution of conjugal rights, and the respond- 
ent pleaded numerous charges of adultery on the part of the 
petitioner. It was alleged on behalf of the petitionerthatcer- 
tain of the charges were identical with those which had been 
made in Robinson v. Robinson, Furber, and Petrocochino, a 
suit for dissolution of marriage on the ground of the wife’s 
adultery, in which all the issues had been found by the 
jury in her favour, and it was urged that the husband was 
estopped from again raising the same issues. The president 
now said that he could not dispose of the motion without an 
affidavit showing the identity of the issues, as his personal 
knowledge of what passed at the trial of the former suit 
would not justify an order to strike out the allegations in 
the event of such a determination becoming the subject of 
appeal. He added that he thought the proper mode of 
raising the question of estoppel would be a replication, set- 
ting forth the proceedings in the cross suit. 


Loan To TRADER—INTEREST VARYING WITH Prorits— 
MortTecace To secuRE Loan—Banxruptcy oF Borrower 
—28 & 29 Vict. c. 86, ss. 1, 5.—On the 22nd inst., in a 
case of Ex parte Sheil, a question was raised before the 
Court of Appeal on the construction of the Partnership 
Law Amendment Act of 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 86), s. 5, 
The Act provides that the lending of money to a trader, 
upon a contract in writing that the lender shall receive a 
rate of interest varying with the profits, shall not of it- 
self constitute the lender a partner with the borrower ; 
but, by section 5, in the event of the borrower being ad- 
judged bankrupt, the lender ‘‘shall not be entitled to 
recover any portion of his principal, or of the profit or 
interest payable in respect of such loan,” antil the claims 
of the other creditors of the borrower for value shall have 
been satisfied. In Ez parte Sheil a loan of £2,000 was 
made to a trader on the terms that in lieu of interest the 
borrower should pay every half-year during the continu- 
ance of the loan a sum equal to half the net profits of the 
business for the preceding half-year, the principal and 
payments in the nature of interest being secured by a 
mortgage of the lease of the house in which the business 
was carried on, and of the goodwill of the business, The 
borrower afterwards filed a liqnidation petition, and the 
trustee then claimed to be entitled to sell the mortgaged 
property, free fromthe mortgage, for the benefit of the cred. 
itors other than the mortgagee, contending that the effect of 
section 5 of the Act was to postpone the mortgagee to the 
other creditors, even as regarded his mortgage security. 
The court (Jessel, M.R., James, L.J., and Baggallay, 
J.A.), however, held that section 5 had no such operation, 
the right of the mortgagee to retain the benefit of his 
mortgage being in no sense a recovery of his debt out of 
the borrower's assets. Jessel, M.R., said that to adopt 
the trustee’s contention would be to confiscate the: mort- 
gagee’s property, and would be, not to construe the Act, 
bat to legislate. 





Mesers. Child & Co., the tenants of Temple-bar, have 
received notice to quit next Midsummer. 
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MANCHESTER INCORPORATED Liw 
ASSOCIATION, 


The annual general meeting of the members of ¢hi; 
association was recently held at their rooms, Cross-stregt 
chambers, Cross-street, when an account of the receipts ang 
disbursements (previously audited by two of the mem 
was submitted and passed, and the officers and committe 
were elected for the ensuing year. 

The proceedings of this society for the last year wo 
stated in the following report, which was read by the 
honorary secretary, and unanimously adopted :— 

The accounts of the treasurer for the last year bring fon 
ward a balance in hand of £132 18s. 1ld. The amonnt 
invested in consols in trust for the association is £672 12s, 34, 
on which there are dividends accumulated amounting tp 
£146 15s. 24. ‘The committee have pleasure in recording 4 
considerable accession of new members during the year, 

The report, after briefly referring to the Winter Acssizes 
Act, 1876; the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876; the Legal 
Practitioners Act, 1876; and other Acts of last session, pros 
ceeds as follows :— 

Clerk of the Peace (County Palatine of Laneaster) Agt 
Amendment Act (39 ¢ 40 Vict. c. 4, Local and Personal),— 
This Bill was again introduced by the promoters, at an early 
period of the session, and every exertion was made to humy 
it through Parliament; petitions against the Bill were 
sented by the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool i 
your association, and Mr. William Rathbone, M.P., again 
exerted himself to the utmost in opposing the Bill, first on 
the second reading, and afterwards in committee, where he 
proposed amendments to the effect that each deputy-clerk 
should be a solicitor of ten years’ standing, and should hays 
an office within his district, and that the clerk of the pence 
should have no interest in the emolumeats of any deputy, 
The only amendment effected in committee was a provision 
that the deputy-clerks should be solicitors of seven years’ 
standing, and after an unsuccessful attempt to obtain further 
amendments on the report, the Bill, in consequence of the 
support given to it by the Government, passed the Commons 
in that form. 

Your committee, in conjunction with the Liverpool Law 
Society, continued their opposition in the House of Lords 
where they again petitioned against it, and joined the Liver 
pool Society in circulating amongst the peers a statement of 
reasons against the Bill. Owing to the support of the 
Government the Bill eventually passed the Honse of Lords, 
upon which your committee, in conjunction with the Liver 
pool Society, addressed a joint letter to the Earl of Sefton 
(the Lord Lievtenant of the county), with whom the appoint 
ment of the clerk of the peace would practically rest, re 
questing him to make such conditions as would insure the 
appointment of deputy-clerks resident and having a local 
office in their own districts, and being adequately paid, 
and pecuniarily independent of the clerk of the peace 
His lordship has since promised that when a vacancy occurs 
in the office of clerk of the peace he will not make say 
appointment without further hearing both sides. 

Chancery of Lancashire—New Rules and Orders.—The 
Vice-Chancellor of Lancashire kindly promised during the 
previous year that the draft rules and orders by which it 
was proposed to introduce the procedure under the Judica- 
ture Acts into the Palatine Court of Chancery should be laid 
before the law societies of Lancashire, for consideration, 
before being settled. In the course of the summer the draft 
of the proposed rules was accordingly forwarded by the Vice- 
Chancellor and considered by your. committee, who ap- 
proved generally of therules as prepared, and forwarded te 
the Vice-Chancellor some suggestions which were most 
courteously received and adopted. The new rules and orders 
(including orders as to court fees and solicitors’ costs) have 
since been signed and issued, and came into operation on 
the lst of January, 1877. 

Office of District Registrar at Manchester.—A vacancy it 
the office of district registrar, at Manchester, of the 
Court of Justice, having occurred in consequence of the death 
of Mr. Edward Worthington, your ¢ommittee adopted the 
following resolutions :-— 

“That in the opinion of the committee of this association 
the office of district registrar of the High Court of Justice 
-» the Manchester district involves duties of a very im- 
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—— 
t character, that the salary ought to be of such 
-gmount as will secure the services of a thoroughly compe- 
tent man, and the district registrar should be required to 
devote himself to the duties of the office exclusively.” 

“That in the judgment of this committee the qualifica- 
tions for the office are such as are usually possessed by a 
solicitor who has had large experience in the practice of the 
courts, and that this committee respectfully submit to the 
‘Lord Chancellor that in their opinion it is desirable to select 
the district registrar from among gentlemen of that branch 
of the profession, and the committee will be prepared, if 
the Lord Chancellor approve, to name candidates from 
amongst the solicitors who would, in their opinion, be well 
qualified to discharge the duties of the office.” 

A copy of these resolutions was forwarded to the Lord 
Mhancellor, with an intimation that a deputation would, 
if his lordship desired, wait upon him to further expiain 
dhe views of the association. Your committee having ascer- 
tained that the Lord Chanceilor was of opinion that, under 
the 60th section of the Judicature Act, 1873, the only per- 
sons eligible for the office of district registrar, of the High 
(Court are county court registrars or registrars or prothonotaries 
of local courts, your committee again addressed his lordship 
on the subject, when they were informed that Mr. Henry John 
Walker, solicitor, registrar of the county court at Southampton, 
would be appointed to the office by Order in Council in pur- 
suance of the provisions of section 60 of the Judicature 
Act, 1878, and that the whole of his time would be devoted 
tothe performance of the duties of his office. The appoint- 
ment has since been made, and Mr. Walker has entered on 
the duties of the office. 

Stamp Office Arrangements for Legacy and Succession Ac- 
¢ounts—The attention of your committee having been drawn 
‘to. the generally unsatisfactory arrangements for the payment 
of legacy and succession duties, they prepared and forwarded 
amemorial to the Lords of the Treasury requesting the ap- 

intment, at Manchester, of an officer competent to answer 

quiries, examine accounts, and to deal with questions of 
legacy and succession duties generally. In reply to the 


memorial, their lordships informed your committee 
that they were advised that a thorough examination 
ef legacy and succession duty accounts is impossible 


elsewhere than at the Inland Revenue Office in London, 

where the registers.are kept. Their lordships were, however, 

informed that the Commissioners of Inland Revenue had 
iven instructions to their officers at Manchester to give to 

ot who have to render such accounts every assistance in 
their power. 

Parliamentary Agency.—Towards the close ef the parlia- 
mentary session 4 joint-committee of both Houses of Parliament 
Was appointed to consider the regulations as to the admission 
‘and practice of parliamentary agents. The proceedings of 
the committee having led to the expectation that the com- 
mittee would recommend the separation of parliamentary 
agency from the profession of the law, and its constitution as 

-& distinct profession, of which the members need not be 
lawyers, and the prohibition of any division of profits between 
parliamentary agents and solicitors on the usual agency prin- 
ciples, your committee passed the following resolutions: — 

“That in the opinion of this association it is not advisable 
to attempt to impose any restrictions upon the practice of 
parliamentary agents dividing their charges with the country 
solicitors who instruct them, and that such prehibition would 
not lessen the present costs of parliamentary proceedings,” 

“That it is advisable to confine the appointment of parlia- 
mentary agents to solicitors of the Supreme Court.” 

_ The report of the joint-committee, when issued, having 
_ justified the fears entertained with regard to it, a deputation 
from your association, in conjunction with deputations from 
the Liverpool, Leeds, and Wakefield Law Societies, and 
accompanied by some members of Parliament and several 
parliamentary agents, waited upon Mr. Raikes, the chairman 
of committees of the House of Commons, when the views of 
the several societies were forcibly presented to him. The 
Incorporated Law Societies of the United Kingdom petitioned 
against the report, and great exertions were made to obtain 

& postponement, 

Notwithstanding the representations made, Lord Redesdale 
pressed the proposed regulations on the House of Lords, and 
though the Lord Chancellor deprecated their hasty adoption, 
the Lords eventually adopted the report. Your committee 
then their attention to a resistance in the House of 
Commons. They addressed the Home Secretary, the Attorney- 

“General, and various other members, and in the result, when 





the regulations came before the Commons, the House, after 
an hour and a half of discussion, unanimously resolved not to 
deal with the matters that session. This result was, no doubt, 
owing to the action taken by the various law societies, but it 
can only be regarded as a postponement of the question, and 
the subject will be renewed next session, when further and 
strenuous efforts will be needed to prevent the adoption of the 
report. 

Without seeking to undervalue the importance of an 
acquaintance with parliamentary practice and rales of pro- 
cedure, your committee consider that knowledge of the law 
is by far the more important qualification in a parliamentary 
agent, and the Lord Chancellor himself has stated that the 
special knowledge necessary to promote the passage of 
private Bills through Parliament might be acquired in a few 
weeks, or even days. 

The evil of creating a limited close body of parliamentary 
agents (resembling the old proctors in the ecclesiastical 
courts) seems to have been altogether overlooked in the 
report of the joint-committee, and this system is entirely 
opposed to the ideas of the present day. 

The suggestion that, by a division of profits between the 
parliamentary agent and solicitor, the expense of parlia- 
mentary proceedings is increased, is known by those really 
conversant with the facts to be a complete error. The 
universal practice of division between the London agents and 
country solicitors in other legal proceedings disproves it. 
The materials for a Bill in Parliament are, and must of 
necessity be, obtained and furnished by the solicitor, and 
then put in shape by the parliamentary agent. 

The division between the parliamentary agent and solicitor 
of the remuneration lessens the charges which the solicitor 
has to make against his own client. 

Your committee suggest that their successors should urge 
these and similar views in opposition to the attempt which 
it is anticipated will be made in the ensuing: session to get 
the report alluded to adopted by the House of Commons. 

Associated Provincial Law Societies—A general meeting 
of the members of this association was held in London, in 
March, at which your association was represented by Mr. 
Bateson Wood and the honorary secretary (Mr. Unwin). A 
number of suggested amendments of the rules and orders 
under the Judicature Act, i873, as to district registries, were 
discussed; and upon the resolutions then adopted a memorial 
was presented to the Lord Chancellor, which induced his 
lordship to embody some of the suggestions in the Rules of 
June, 1876, On the subject of professional remuneration, 
the following resolution was adopted at the meeting :— 

‘*That this association approves, generally, of the scale of 
charges proposed by the Committee of Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and hopes that the council will adopt 
such scale.”’ 

With respect to conditions in fire policies, the following 
resolution was unanimously passed :— 

“ That in the opinion of this meeting the condition lately 
inserted in policies of fire insurance, that in case the property, 
the subject of the insurance, is insured by the insurer, or 
any-otber person whomsoever, the office shall only be liable 
to pay a proportionate part of the loss, is unreasonable and 
unfair, and that the attention of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and of the country law societies, be 
called to this subject.” 

The condition referred to, which is found in all policies 
issued by offices belonging to the Association of Fire Insur- 
ance Offices, has only been inserted a the last few years. 
It prejudicially affects mortgagees and others insuring 
property for their security. The construction to be put on 
the clause is, at present, involved in a cause likely to be soon 
heard, on appeal from a decision of the Master of the Rolls, 
in The North British and Mercantile Insurance Company v. 
The Liverpool, London, and Globe Insurance Company and 
others, 

Your committee have passed a resolution on the subject 
similar to that of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and 
at present content themselves with calling the attention of 
the members of the asseciation to the point. 

Point of Practice.—(Preparation of assignment or sub- 
demise, on sale of leasehold property for pecuniary consider- 
ation and a chief-rent). The following is a copy of a question 
submitted to the committee, and of their pds So on the 
point :— 

“A. sells to B. a plot of land, and houses erected thereon, 
for the sum of £500 and a chief rent of £10 to be resorved. 
The property is leasehold for 999 years. Whose solicitor is 
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entitled to prepare the assignment, or sub-demise, and 
duplicate, in the absence of any special agreement ? ” 
Resolved :—‘“ That this committee, while recognizing the 
rule that in the absence of any special agreement a lessor’s 
solicitor is entitled to prepare lease and counterpart, at the 
lessee’s expense, consider that in the case submitted, which 
is in effect a sale, the purchsser is entitled to have the trans- 
fer of the property prepared by his own solicitor, -whether it 
be taken by assignment or sub-demise. The committee con- 
sider this to be in accordance with the principle laid down 
by their predecessors, in 1846, relative to chief-rent convey- 
ances, where there is also a money consideration. The 
purchaser should, in the opinion of the committee, furnish, 
at his own expense, a duplicate or counterpart, to the seller.” 





The annual dinner of the association took place on the 
evening of Tuesday, the 20th of February, at the Albion 
Hotel, Piccadilly. Mr. Thomas Diggles (the president of 
the association) occupied the chair, the vice-presidents 
being Mr. James Greenhalgh (Bolton) and Mr. Henry 
Wheeler. 

There were present the Mayor of Manchester, the Mayor 
of Salford, the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster (Mr. George Little, Q.C.), Mr. Thomas Marshall, 
of Leeds (honorary secretary of the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies), Messrs. Duncan and Gregory (a deputation 
from the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool), and the 
following members :—Messrs, C. R. Allen, Edwin Almond, 
J. S. H. Atkinson, T. T. Bellhouse, James Bond, James 
Booth, George Brett, Richard Brown (Stockport), Thomas 
Chorlton, Thomas Claye, C. J. Cooper, William Dowling 
(Bolton), J. A. Elliott, Joseph Ellis, T. L. Farrar, John 
Farrington, Adam Fox, Henry Galloway, T. J. Gill, John 
Gordon (Bolton), W. H. Guest, George Hadfield, jun., 
T. W. Heelis (Bolton), C. H. Hinde, William Harper (Bury), 
James Hartley (Rochdale), Thomas Holden (Bolton), C. H. 
Holden (Bolton), Alfred Leaf, J. K. McEwen, J. F. Mar- 
low, J. F. Milne, John Ogden, Herbert Ritson, J. W. 
Roberts, John Sudlow. Leonard Tatham, P. Watson (Bury), 
R. W. Warner, G. F. Wharton, Henry Wrigley (Oldham), 
Henry Wood, Percy Woolley, and S. Unwin (hon. secre- 


The usual loyal and patriotic toasts were proposed by 
the chairman, “The Army, Navy, and Volunteers” being 
responded to by Captain Harper. Mr. Marshall proposed 
“The Manchester Incorporated Law Association,” which 
was acknowledged by Mr. Greenhalgh. Mr. P. Watson 
proposed ‘‘ The Mayor and Corporation of Manchester,” to 
which the Mayor of Manchester responded. Mr. J. F. 
Milne proposed ‘‘The Mayor and Corporation of Salford,” 
which was responded to by the Mayor of Salford. ‘The 
Lord Chancellor and the Judges, including the Local 
Judges,’ was proposed by Mr. Wharton, and acknowledged 
by the Vice-Chancellor of Lancashire. Mr. T. L. Farrar 
gave “ The Associated Provincial Law Societies,” and Mr. 
Leaf “‘ The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool,” which 
were responded to by the representatives of those societies. 
The Mayor of Manchester proposed “The President and 
Chairman,” and Mr. T. J. Gill proposed, and Mr. C. J. 
Cooper responded to, the toast of ‘‘The Lancashire 
Witches.” 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, Mr. 8. Garrett, B.A., in the chair, the 
subjeet for discussion was as follows :—“ A testator directs 
the trustees under his will to lay out a sum of money in 
the purchase of an annuity for A. with a limitation over in 
favour of his residuary estate on certain events happening ; 
have the residuary legatees any right to enforce the limita- 
tion over in their favour on certain events happening ?”’ 
Mr. Robinson opened the debate in the affirmative, the 
negative being sustained by Mr. Harris and Mr. G. H, 
Bowen. After a lengthy disoussion the chairman summed 
up, and the votes being equal the point was decided by 
his casting in the negative. Eighteen members were 
present. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

At the weekly meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall, 
Strand, on Wednesday, the 21st inst., the subject for dis- 
cussion was “ That trading on Sunday should be allowed.” 
The hon. secretary, Mr. Rubinstein, opened the debate in 





@ speech of some length, pointing out the inconsistency o- 
the various statutes at present in existence upon the sub 

ject, and calling attention to the want of occupation and, 
amusement for the masses of the people upon their only 
holiday in the week. An interesting debate, in which 


ultimately lost by eight votes. 





WOLVERHAMPTON LAW STUDENTS 
SOCIETY. 


The general annual meeting of this society was held in 
the Law Library, Darlington-street, on Friday, the 9th 
inst. Among those present were Mr. F, T. Langley (in. 
the chair), Messrs. Andrews, Barber, Bayley, Cheadle, 
W. J. Dent, Cresswell, Howl, Lawrence, Manby, Page, 
and A. B. Smith. The reports of the committee and 
treasurer were read and adopted. From the former it 
appeared that the society now numbers seventy-three. 
members, and that there have been held sixteen ordi 
meetings of a very successful character during the year, 
The treasurer’s report showed a considerable balance in 
hand. The following gentlemen were then elected as the 
committee for the present year :—Messrs. Barber, Cresg- 
well, Dent, Lawrence, Page, A. B. Smith, and A. White. 
house ; Mr. Cresswell was re-elected honorary secre’ j 
and Mr. Dent honorary treasurer. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman terminated the proceedings. 





The first annual dinner of the society tcok place at the 


was & large assemblage of honorary and ordinary mem- 
bers of the society. 

Mr. Henry Underhill (Town Clerk) presided, and Mr, 
John Neve occupied the vice-chair. 

After the usual loyal and patriotic toasts, Mr. LawRENCE 
proposed “The Legal Profession,” which was responded 
to by Mr. Puumprre and Mr. THORNE. 

The CHarRMaN, in proposing next the toast of the even- 
ing, ‘‘ The Wolverhampton Law Students’ Society,” said 
it gave him great pleasure to preside over a meeting of 
the young students of the law such as the present, and he 
proceeded to remark upon the usefulness of the society, 
and the advantages it afforded to ite members, 

The toast, which was drunk with enthusiasm, was re- 
sponded to by Mr. A. B. Smira and Mr, Barser. 

The Vice-CHaiRMAN, in an appropriate speech, next proe 
posed ‘‘ The Officers of the Society,’’ which was responded 
to by Mr. CRESSWELL. 

The healths of the chairman and vice-chairman, pro- 
posed by Mr. Brarvitr and Mr. Paae, were then heartily 
drunk, and the proceedings brought to a close. 











Appuintnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Freperick Awpry, solicitor (of the firm of Awdry & 
Clarke), of Chippenham, has been appointed by the High 
Sheriff of Wiltshire (Mr. Richard Walmisley) to be Under- 
Sheriff of that County for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Francis SAMUEL Bircuam, solicitor, of Reepham, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Joun Borevau, of Derby, has been appointed by the: 
High Sheriff of Derbyshire (Mr. Roland Smith) to be 
Under-Sheriff of that County for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Jonw WitL1AM WILu1s Bunp, barrister, has been ap-- 

inted Law Lecturer at University College, Bristol. 

. Bund is the son of Mr. John Walpole Willis, of Wick 
House, Worcestershire. Mr. Bund is also Professor of Con-- 
stitutional Law at University College, London. 


Mr. Jou Coong, solicitor (of the firm of Coode & Shil- 
ston), of St. Austell, Cornwall, has been appointed by the’ 
High Sheriff of Cornwall (Mr. Jonathan Rashleigh), to be 
Under-Sheriff of that County for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Coode was admitted a sclicitor in 1854, and is also treasurer 
for the county. 


Mr. Guonos Wii11aM Harnis (of the firm of Harris & 





of Essex (Mr. John Robert Vaizey) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that County for the ensuing year. Mr. Harris was admitted. 


many of the members joined, ensued, the motion being: 


Star and Garter Hotel, on Tuesday, the 13th inst. There 


Morton), of Halstead, has been appointed by the High Sheriff 
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a 
asolicitor in 1840, and is registrar of the Halstead County 
and clerk to the county magistrates for the North 
Hinckford and Halstead Petty Sessional Divisions. 
_ My. Cuartes Marswact Hotz, solicitor, of Tiverton, has 
been appointed Registrar of the Tiverton County Court 
(Girenit No. 57), in succession to Mr. John Daw, jun., ap- 
inted registrar of the Southampton County Court. Mr. 
File was admitted a solicitor in 1855, and is town clerk of 
Tiverton. He is in partnership with Mr. Francis Dunsford, 
the clerk of the peace for the borough. 


Mr. Witt1am Price Hueaues, solicitor, of Worcester, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Worcestershire (Mr. 
Robert Martin) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the 
msuing year. Mr. Hughes was admitted a solicitor in 
1859, and is one of the deputy-coroners for the county. 


Mr. Gzorcs Lurcuirsz, jun., solicitor, of No. 30, 
Cornhill, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Rosert Murpock, solicitor, of Dublin, has been 
appointed Clerk of the Crown for the County of Monaghan, 
in succession to Mr. Thomas Daniel Bourne, deceased. 
Mr. Murdock was admitted a solicitor at Dublin in 1855. 


Mr. Freprrick FgRpINAND SMALLPEICE, solicitor (of the 

firm of Smallpeice & Sons), of Guildford, and of 1, Lancas- 

- tar-place, Strand, has been appointed Clerk to the School 
Attendance Committee of the Guildford Town Council. 
Mr. Smallpeice was admitted a solicitor in 1864, and is 
town clerk-of Guildford, clerk to the county magistrates, 
and clerk to the Hambledon Board of Guardians. 

Mr. Renz James Tauourniy, solicitor (of the firm of 
Tahourdins & Hargreaves), of 1, Victoria-street, West- 
minster, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. HucH Vauauan Tuomas, solicitor, of Rhayader, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Radnorshire (Mr. 
James Vaughan) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the 
ensuing year. 

Mr. Grorcz Septimus WarmineTon, solicitor, of 
Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 





At the Bradford County Court, on the 20th inst., it 
transpired that the receiver in an estate in liquidation had 
prepared a statement of the debtor’s affairs to be submitted 
toa meeting of his creditors. The judge (Mr. Daniel, Q.C.) 
commented strongly on the fact. The receiver, he said, 
had been intermeddling with matters that were no part of 
his duty.—Mr. Wilkinson (the receiver's solicitor): Whose 
duty is it, then? His Honour: The debtor’s.—Mr. Wilkinson: 

the debtor is unable to do it? His Honour: Let him 
¢ome to the court.—Mr. Wilkinson : Then you would have 
an application every time a petition was filed. His Honour: 
The applications would be refused unless sufficient reasons 
Were given. The receiver is the last person to help the 
debtor. He is the officer of the court, to take possession of 
the things of the debtor until bis affairs come before his 
creditors. It is out of this that the abuses have arisen, 
which I hope will soon be corrected.—Mr. Wilkin- 
sn: I hope so, and also that the result of these 
abuses will fall on the heads of the debtors.—His Hon- 
our: And on those who assist them. The receiver has 
no right to make out the debtor’s accounts for the purposes 
of his creditors. Ifthe debtor cannot do it himself, let 
him come to the court for assistance, and the court will 
then consider whether he is entitled to it or not. I am 
not speaking without some reasen. Unfortunately, cases 
come before me—I don’t say at Bradford—in which 
Teceivers make out accounts, swell the debts, diminish the 
assets, get an eatate to show a small composition, and get 
4 small composition accepted. That comes of the receivers 
making themselves the agents of the debtors.—Mr. 

: There is no suggestion that the receiver-—— 

His Honour: I am not speaking of this case; but I say 
the receivers have no right to assist the debtors in 
making out their statements.—Mr. Wilkinson said he 
no doubt that some receivers thought it was their 
to do so,—His : I don’t know where they 
have got their impression from.—Mr. Wilkinson hoped 


his hononr’s observations would have the desired effect. 





JUDICIAL AMENITIES IN IRELAND. 


Tue Dublin correspondent of the Times, writing on: 
Wednesday, says:—‘ The Vice-Chancellor was again: 
subjected yesterday to the unsparing lash of the Lord: 
Justice of Appeal. His lordship, who sat with the Lord 
Chancellor, pronounced an elaborate judgment, in which 
he animadverted with incisive sarcasm upon an order: 
pronounced by the Vice-Chancellor in a case of King v. 
Anderson, which came into the Appellate Court under 
pecoliar circumstances. A bill was filed by the plaintiff, 
Mrs. Alice Hobart King, to set aside a fraudulent deed, by 
which she conveyed to the defendant, Mr. Robert Henry 
Anderson, certain premises in Ballinglass. It waa 
dismissed, with costs, by the Vice-Chancellor, but on 
appeal it was sent back to the Vice-Chancellor to have an 
account taken. In taking the account questions were 
raised as to whether the defendant was entitled to credit 
for a sum of £291 on foot of certain renewal fines pay- 
able to the late Lord Aldborough, whether he was 
to be charged an occupation rent for the house in 
which he had resided at Ballinglass, or whether the 
Vice-Chancellor was right in making a personal decree 
against the plaintiff to enforce payment of £1,037, less 
costs, which appeared to be due by her upon the account. 
taken. In giving judgment his lordship observed that. 
one clause of the decision had been subjected to the treat- 
ment of the long-abolished speciil demurrer at common 
law, and another to the wildest construction that had ever 
been put on the loosest chancery pleading. The defendant 
had occupied a complication of fiduciary relations to the 
plaintiff, and the decree which had been pronounced by the 
Court of Appeal was most Jenient. It was surprising now 
to find the tables turned with a vengeance on the plaintiff, 
who was ordered to pay £1,037 to the defendant within 
six months, deducting costs. She might well exclaim, 
‘One such victory more, and I am undone.’ He did not 
say that the decision of a court of appeal might not 
be wrong, and that of the judge below much better; 
but as long as nothing was done to set if aside it should be 
obeyed. The Vice-Chancellor, however, had thought 
proper to go outside the inquiry, and make an ‘allowance’ 
to the defendant with respect to renewal fines which was 
not called for in the terms of the order, which required him 
to ascertain what ‘ payments,’ if any, were actually made. 
But after they had seen what boundless elasticity was at- 
tributed to the word ‘paid,’ they had next to see whata 
rebound there was to the extreme of literalness in construing 
the word ‘received.’ It was said that there were no profits. 
received, because the defendant was in possession and 
could not be said to have received profits from himself. 
There was no foundation for the doctrine. There were two 
schools of construction with which the courts were familiar— 
namely, the very liberal and the very strict one, the spirit 
and the letter. Bentham alluded to the twofold interpreta- 
tion on the ‘double fountain principle,’ the effect of which 
was to make the judge almost the master of every cause 
that came before him. Appended to the passage was a 
quotation from Homer in the Greek, with Pope’s translation. 
of it as follows :— 
“¢ Two urns by Jove's high throne have ever stood, 

The source of evil one, and one of good ; 

From thence the cup of mortal life he fills— 

Blessings to these, to those distributes ills.’ 
In the present case one might imagine the Vice-Chancellor 
seated on his small Olympus, with two urns before him, on 
one of which was inscribed ‘laxness,’ and on the other 
‘ literalness,’ and dipping his hand into the one and into 
the other as he came to deal with different inquiries. 
What right had the Vice-Chancellor to give the defendant 
&@ personal decree against the plaintiff instead of a right of 
repayment by way of lien? He might just as well have: 
said, ‘Mrs, Alice King, for the contempt you have com - 
mitted of the High Court in getting its decree reversed, I 
sentence you to pay a fine of £1,037,’ He did not say that 
the Vice-Chancellor formulated the matter in that way im 
his own mind, or that he pronounced a perverse decree, 
but he had a right to point to the effect of the decree, 
whioh had been to baffle and frustrate and reduce to a 
nullity the decree of the Court of Appeal, and to reduce 
the successful plaintiff back into a position of becoming a 
defeated, disappointed, and utterly prostrated defendant.. 
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The Lord Justice finally set aside the order of the Vice- 
Chancellor, disallowing the £291 for renewal fines 
brought to the credit of the plaintiff, eight years’ occupa- 
tion rent, making £273, to be deducted from the £1,037, 
and directing that there should be a lien on the property 
at four per cent. until the amount should be paid off.” 
With reference to this the same correspondent tele- 
graphs :—‘‘ The observations of the Lord Justice of Appeal 
upon the Vice-Chancellor yesterday and upon other ecsasions 
have excited a strong feeling of dissatisfaction among the 
members of the bar, and a requisition has been signed by 
a large number of Queen’s Counsel and other barristers, 
requesting the father of the bar to convene a meeting to 
be held on Saturday next for the purpose of considering 
the language and observations of the Lord Justice Chris- 
tian in several recent cases, and especially in King y. 
Anderson, and to consider whether such language and 
observations are calculated to affect the administration of 
justice and the profession of the bar.” 








THE ASSISTANT-JUDGE AND THE 
MIDDLESEX MAGISTRATES. 


At the February sessions for Middlesex, the clerk of 
the peace, read the rule from the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
calling on the justices to show cause why a writ of 
mandamus should not issue requiring them to near and 
decide upon the appeal of Henry Slade against his convic- 
tion by Mr. Flowers as a rogue and vagabond. 

Captain Mortry wished to know what course the court 
could adopt in reference to the matter. He should move 
that no notice should be taken of the rule, as it did not 
refer to the court, but to the act of an individual member 
of it. He would tkerefore snbmit the following motion :— 
‘* That this court shall not show cause against the rule, 
= that this resolution be forwarded to the proper authori- 
ies. 

Lord PoLtineton seconded the motion. 

The Assistant-JupcE said that the rule was not ad- 
dressed to any individual member, it was addressed to the 
court, and, in granting the rule nisi, the court above recog- 
nized the decision as that of the whole court below. 
If they thought that it was not the judgment of the 
court he begged leave to state one or two facts 
which would probably bring them to a different 
conclusion. It had been stated recently that the 
assistant-judge went into his own room, and not into 
the magistrates’ room. That was contrary to the fact, ashe 
accompanied his friends into the room, and it was only when 
the discussion was conducted in such high tones as to lead 
to confusion that he said he had better retire into his own 
room and prepare an opinion which he would submit to the 
magistrates. He did retire accordingly, and, on his return- 
ing into the room where they were, though there was 
considerable confusion, he ventured to seek their indulgence 
while he read his opinion. He left their room in the full 
belief that every member present was willing to concur in 
it. There was no protest, and his opinion then read was 
heard in silence, and not one magistrate present ventured to 
say that it was not the opinion of the court—not a single 
dissenting voice was heard. He begged most courteously to 
tell Captain Morley that he was not present, and he was in 
& position to say that the hon. gentleman had been entirely 
misinformed. He trusted that the magistrates would 
instruct the proper officer to appear in the higer court to 
show cause why the writ of nahidaraie should not issue. 

Mr. Rircure said the learned gentleman had made one 
or two statements which did not coincide with what oc- 
‘curred. The learned assistant-jadge came into the room 
and remained for a moment, not longer. He must confess 
that in his coming and leaving he treated his brother 
magistrates with scant courtesy. The justices had no 
time to make any observations, and the learned gentleman 
thought that they ought to take his ruling without their 
retiring from the bench at all. They talked over the 
matter, and, after having waited for some considerable 
time, they sent more than once asking him to come into 
their room. On each occasion he sent word that he was 
busy and could not come. They then proceeded to de- 
liberate on the matter, and came to the conclusions which 
had been made public. They sent the resolutions to the 





—————=+3 
learned judge, and shortly afterwards he came into the room 
with a written judgment prepared. In the first place he 
ought to have considered the matter with his brother 
magistrates. He said, in reference to his own opinion, 
that that was the judgment he intended to give. He had 
never read the resolutions at which the majority of the 
magistrates had arrived. 

The AssistaNT-JuDGe.—Indeed, I did. 

Mr. Rironr# said he would, of course, then withdray 
the observation. But the majority against Mr. Edlin’g 
judgment was large, he believed about 26 to 5. He ger. 
tainly understood the learned gentleman to Say he intended 
to deliver his own judgment, and that he was not to be 
bound by the majority of the magistrates. If he was no} 
mistaken, those were the very words used by the assistant, 
judge, who now said that when he left the room he wag 
under the impression that it was the judgment of the 
magistrates. How had he arrived at such a conclusion? 
A magistrate said that in the evertt of the assistant-ju 
delivering that judgment as the opinion of the bench, he 
would publicly say it was not. On that the assistant-judge 
said that such a proceeding would be a great scandal, and 
if it were done, he would retire from the bench. He felt 
some doubt as to the power of the magistrates, but he had 
since made inquiries, and had ascertained that the 
assistant-judge counted merely as one of the magistrates, 
The assistant-judge was, therefore, bound to bow to 
the decision of the majority. It appeared to him that 
it was highly desirable that some proper conclusion should 
be arrived at. 

Sir Joun Heron Maxwett said Mr. Edlin had forgotten 
that it was distinctly said before they Jeft the room that 
the judgment he was about to deliver was his own and that 
of three other magistrates, and not that of the majority, 
Sir John then proceeded to read the affidavit signed by him 
self, and stated that the four affidavits forwarded to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench had been signed by Mr. Ritchie, 
Lord Pollington, the hon. member for Weymouth (Mr, 
Edwards), and by himself. They were all much to the 
same effect, and they bore out the statement given to the 
court by Mr. Ritchie. 

Lord Pottrmeron said that he happened to be the 
magistrate who had been mentioned as having handed to 
the reporters of the court the decision at which the 
majority of the magistrates had arrived, but such was not 
really the fact. It was not his hand which presented it, 
but he could certainly say that his heart was with it. The 
assistant-judge was told by him that if he delivered the 
judgment which he had prepared he would get up and 
publicly state that it was not the judgment of the majority, 
He regretted that it was entirely his want of moral coun 
which had led to the rule being served on the bench, as 
ought to have got up and made the fact public that the 
judgment was not that of the majority. It was his want of 
moral courage which had led to a gross miscarriage of 
justice. He would tell the assistant-judge that if that 
gentleman ever again delivered a judgment against the 
majority he would certainly get up and state in open court 
that it was so. It would be culpable extravagance in them 
to resist a writ of mandamus being issued against them. 

Mr. ANTROBUs said that he was prepared with an amend- 
ment to the effect that the clerk of the peace should instruct 
counsel to xppear in the higher court and state that in the 
opinion of that bench the mandamus should be made absolute. 

The amendment, on the suggestion of the Marquis of 
SALISBURY, was withdrawn. 

The Marquis of Satispury said the court was placed in 
a difficult and delicate position. The assistant-judge had 
unfortunately misunderstood the feelings and views of the 
court. The assistant-judge knew that it was not competent 
for him to set up his individual opinion against that of the 
majority, and he had acted under a misapprehension. 
There could be no doubt that the assistant-judge had acted 
with the most perfect bona fides. 

The AsstsTant-JuDGE said that he had listened with the 
greatest surprise to what had fallen from one of the magis- 
trates, for whom he had the most sincere respect and personal 
regard. He must emphatically and most distinctly state that he 
never did avow his intention of reading his judgment whether 
it was or was not in accordance with the decision of the 
court. No word to that effect had fallen from his lips. He had 
corresponded with the noble lord (Lord Pollington), and inthat 
correspondence, which had been conducted on friendly terms, 
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"pis assertions had not been questioned. Had the usual noti ce of 


motion been given tohim, there were many magistrates present 
on that occasion from whom he would have had a complete con- 
firmation of what he had stated. No person had ever been 
laced in so difficult a position. During the time he had 
the honour of presiding on that bench he had made many 
friends among the magistrates, and for the three years he 
had presided at the appeal court at Westminster and at 
the assessment sessions never on any occasion had a word 
of unpleasantness passed between him and his brother 
magistrates. He remembered saying it had been the 
practice on points of law to submit to the opinion of the 
assistant-judge. The whole impression left upon his mind 
was that, although they might have differed from him, they 
were prepared to submit their opinion to his. The learned 
gentleman concluded by asking the court to instruct the clerk 
of the peace to instruct counsel to appear to show cause 
inst the writ of mandamus being issued. 

Mr J. DunntNetron Fiercuer having explained the 
law and the position in which the court was placed, said 
that he coincided with the view taken by the learned assist- 
ant-judge. 

Wir. Bast Woopp Sir said he was present when Dr. 
$lade’s appeal was before the court, and he could corrobo- 
rate all that had fallen from Mr. Ritchie. 

The Marquis of SatisBury then put the resolution to the 
eourt, and it was carried by a majority of twenty-seven, 
thirty-five votiag in its favour and only eight against, 





Leqislatiow of the Week. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Feb. 16.—Manine Insurance. 
Mr. Epwarp Sranuore introduced a Bill to amend the 
Jaw relating to insurances and other maritime contracts. 


Feb. 19.—Oxrorp anp CamBrip@rk UNIVERSITIES. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Justices’ CLERKs. 
This Bill was read a second tims. 


Forreirurs Raxier. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Dock. WaRRANTs. 
Sir J. Lussock introduced a Bill to declare and amend 
the law with reference to dock warrants. 


Courts-Marriat. 
Sir C. O'LoaHxen introduced a Bill to amend the con- 
stitution and practice of courts-martial in the army. 


Feb. 21.—Ecciesrasricat Orrices aND Fxzs. 

Mr. Cowrrr-TEmPLe, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said that from the returns it appeared that in 
ninety cases the official duties of judges were discharged 
by deputies ; that seventeen minors had been appointed 
registrars; that there were two lady registrars, one of 
‘whom had been appointed at the early age of five, and that 
@nother was insane, These offices were held by patent for 
life, and their holders were absolutely irremovable, either 
for incompetence or even for misconduct. This Bill had 
two leading objects—one was a reduction of the number of 
these officers, aud the other related to arrangements for 
the remuneration of them. The number of officers was 
‘excessive, Ina single diocese they amounted to thirty- 
two. The work they did could be efficiently performed 
by a chancellor and a registrar, or by a chancellor, a re- 
@istrar, and an apparitor. All deputies would be 
abolished. There was no security under the present 
system that a person appointed to discharge duties was fit 
by training or experience to do so. The Bill would provide 
remedy in that respect. It also provided that all the 
fees should be paid into a common fund, which would be 
under the direction of the Fcclesiastical Commissioners. 
‘The fees must be received by stamps. The marriage licence 
fees which were granted as dispensations from banns varied 
in different dioceses. He presumed that the Orders in 

1 would make them uniform, The fees for faculties 
t ought to be reduced, but the Bill did not deal 
With that subject. Existing officers would not be injured 





pecuniarily by the Bill. The Bill was read a second time, 
and referred to a select committee. 


Union oF BENneFIcEs. 
Mr. A. Mitts. introduced a Bill to make better provision 
for the union of contiguous benefices. 


CariraL PuNISHMENT. 

Mr. Pease introduced a Bill to abolish the punishment 

of death. . 
VaccrnarTIon. 

Mr. Pease introduced a Bill to amend the law relating 
to vaccination, so far as accumulating penalties are con- 
cerned. 

Rariway PassEnGers. 

Mr. H. B. SHeripan introduced a Bill for the better pro- 

tection of railway passengers. 


TaxaTIONn oF Costs. 
Sir 0, Jackson introduced a Bill to amend the law re- 
lating to the taxation of costs in the High Court of 
Justice. f 





Zaw StuIents’ Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Easter ExaMINATION, 1877. 


Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 


The attention of students is requested to the following 
rules :— 

No student admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall receive from tae council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless he 
shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the follow- 
ing subjects, viz., (1) Roman civil law, (2) the law of real 
and personal property, (3) common law, and (4) equity. 

No student admitted after the 31st of Decemiber, 1872, 
shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination 
in Roman civil law at any time after having kept four 
terms. 

An examination will be held in March next, to which a 
student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of be- 
coming a candidate for a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examina- 
tion will be required to enter his name, personally or by 
letter, at the treasurer's or steward’s office of the Inn of 
Court to which he belongs, on or before Monday, the 12th 
day of March next; and he will further be required to 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for 
eXamination is to obtain a certificate preliminary to a call 
to the bar, or. whether he is merely desirous of passing 
the examination in Roman law under the above-mentioned 
rule. 

The examination will commence on Thursday, the 22nd 
day of March next, and will be continued on the Friday, 
Saturday, and Monday following. 

It will take place in the Hall of Lincoln’s-inn, and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed 
for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—Thursday morning, March 22, at 
ten, on Roman law; Thursday afternoon, March 22, at 
two, on constitutional law and legal history; Friday 
morning, March 23, at ten, on common law ; Saturday 
morning, March 24, at ten, on equity; Monday morning, 
March 26, at ten, on real and personal property law. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same 
order, and on the same subjects, as those already marked 
out, for the examination by printed questions. 

Norz.—Students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an 
option of passing in constitutional law and legal history, 
or Roman law ; common law or equity ; and real and per- 
sonal property law. 

‘The examiner in common law will examine in the fol- 
lowing subjects:—(1) The law of contracts; @) The 
law of torts; (3) Criminal law; (4) The Judicature 
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Acts. Cantidates will te examined on general and clemen- 
tary principles of law. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects :—(1) Trusts; (2) The rights and liabilities of 
married women. Candidates will be examined in the above- 
mentioned subjects. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects :—(1) The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in real and personal property, in- 
cluding estates and interests, by way of statutory use, 
and of trast; (2) The Statutes of Mortmain. Candidates 
will be examined in the elements of the foregoing sub- 
jects. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law. 
Candidates will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or 
in No. 2 and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their 
option. 

The examiners in Roman law will examine in the 
following subject :—The Iastitutes of Justinian. Candidates 
will be examined in the above-mentioned subject. 





Trinity Examination, 1877. 


Examination of Candidates for Studentships, Honours, 

and Pass Certificates. 

a attention of students is requested to the following 
rules :— 

As an encouragement to students to study jurisprudence 
and Roman civil law, twelve studentships of one hundred 
guineas each shall be established, and divided equally into 
two classes ; the first class of studentships to continue for 
two years, and to be open for competition to any student as 
to whom not more than four terms shall have elapsed since 
he kept his first term ; and the second class to continue for 
one year only, and to be open for competition to any student, 
not then already entitled to a studentship, as to whom not 
less than four and not more than eight terms shall have 
elapsed since he kept his first term; two of eachclass of such stu- 
dentships to be awarded by the council, on the recommendation 
of the committee, after every examination before Hilary and 
Trinity Terms respectively, to the two students of each set of 
competitors who shall have passed the best examination in 
both jurisprudence and Roman civil law. But the committee 
shall not be obliged to recommend any studentship to be 
awarded if the result of the examination be such as in their 
Opinion not to justify such recommendation. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, shall 
receive from the council the certificate of fitness for call to 
the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless he shall 
have passed a satisfactory examination in the following sub- 
jects—viz., (1) Roman civil law, (2) the law of real and 
personal property, (3) common law, and (4) equity. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, shall 
be examined for call to the bar until he shall have kept nine 
terms ; except that students admitted after that day shall 
have the option of passing the examination in Roman civil 
law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in May next, to which a 
student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a studentship, or honours, or of 
obtaining a certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, 
will be admissible. 

_ Each student proposing to submit himself for examina- 
tion will be required to enter his name, personally or by 
letter, at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of 
Conrt to which he belongs, on or before Tuesday, the 1st 
day of May next; and he will further be required to state 
in writing whether his object in offering himself for 
examination is to compete for a studentship, or honours, or 
of obtaining a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar ; 
or whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination 
in Boman law under the above-mentioned rule. : 

The examination will commence on Friday, the 11th day 
of May next, and be continued on the Saturday, Monday, 
a Wednesday, and Thursday following. 

It take place in the Hall of Lincoln’s-inn ; and the 
doors will be ten minutes after the time appointed 
for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 











in the following order :—Friday and Saturday, May 11 
and 12, at ten until one, and from two until fiva on each 
day, the examination of candidates for studentships in juris. 
prudence and Roman law. 

The examination of candidates for honours and pass certi. 
ficates will take place as follows:—Monday morning, May 
14, at ten, on equity; Tuesday morning, May 14, at ten, on 
Roman law; Tuesday afternoon, May 15, at two, on consti- 
tutional law and legal history ; Wednesday morning, May 
16, at ten, on common law ; Thursday morning, May 17, at 
ten, on the law of real and personal property. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
and on‘the same subjects, as those already marked out for 
the examination by printed questions. 

Nore.—Students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, and 
who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option of 
passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman law;. 
common law or equity ; and real and personal property law.. 

Jurisprudence, Civil and International Law, and Roman 
Law.—Candidates for the studentships will be examined 
in all the following subjects: —(1) Institutes of Gaius and 
Institutes of Justinian; (2) Those portions of the Digest 
which relate to the law ofservitudes, particularly the eighth 
book of the Digest; (3) History of Roman law; (4) 
Principles of jurisprudence, with special reference to the 
writings of Bentham, Austin, and Maine; (5) Elements of 
international law ; (6) Principles of private international 
law. Candidates for honours will be examined in those 
numbered 1, 3, and 4 ; candidates for a pass certificate in the 
Institutes of Justinian. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts; (2) The law of 
sorts ; (3) Criminal law; (4) The Judicature Acts. Can- 
didates for a pass certificate only will be examined on 
general and elementary principles of law; and from can- 
didates for honours the examiner will require a more ad- 
vanced kaowledge of the application of those principles, 
and a knowledge of leading decisions. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of deceased 
persons ; (2) Specific performance ; (3) Fraud ; (4) Surety- 
ship. Candidates for honours will be examined in all the 
above-mentioned subjects. Candidates for a pass certii- 
cate in those numbered (1) and (2) only. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects :—(1) The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in real and personal property, in- 
cluding estates and interests by way of statutory use, and 
of trust; (2) The Statutes of Mortmain, Candidates for 
@ pass certificate will be examined in the elements of the 
foregoing subjects. Candidates for honours will have a 
higher examination. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law ; 
(4) The principal State trials of the Stuart period ; (5) 
The concluding chapter of Blackstone’s Commentaries, 
being that ‘‘On the Progress of the Laws of England.” 
Candidates for honours will be examined in ail the above- 
mentioned books and subjects. Cundidates for a pass 
certificate only will be examined in No. 1 and No. 8 only, 
or in No. 2 and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their- 
option. 

By order of the council, 
(Signed) S. H. Waupote, Chairman. 
Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, Feb. 6. 





Court Papers. 
THE COURT OF APPEAL, AT LINCOLN’S.-INN. 


Notice. 
The senior registrar has been directed to give notiee that, 
in future, ap from interlocutory orders in any o 


following cases will be set down for hearing in s separate 


list. : 

1, On applications for injunctions, prohibitions, write of 
ne exeat regno, or certiorari, and for stop orders on sec 
or documents in court. 
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2. On applications for and relating to the appointment of 
receivers, managers, or official liquidators. 

3. On applications for enlarging the time for redemption, 
for psyment into court, or for doing any other act, or for 
taking any proceedings. f 

4, Bn applications relating to wards or infants and the 
management of their property. 

5. On applications relating to all matters of contempt and 
to the execution of decrees, judgments, and orders. 

6. On applications relating to the discovery and inspection 
of documents. 

7, And, generally, on all applications relating merely to 
matters of practice or procedure. 

The solicitor applymg to set down any appeal in such list 
will be required to produce his notice of motion, and certify 
at the foot thereof the class to which it belongs. 

R. H. Leacu, Senior Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, Jan. 29. 


——aeee 


TRIALS BEFORE A JUDGE AND JURY IN 
CHANCERY ACTIONS. 
Notice, 


In actions assigned to the Chancery Division when the 
plaintiff, under ord. 36, r. 3, of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, gives notice of trial before a judge and jury, the action 
is to be entered for trial with the associates instead of with 
the chancery registrar. 

Where, after the plaintiff has given notice of trial in any 
other manner and has set down the action in the Chancery 
Divisio#, the defendant has, under the provisions of the same 
rule, given notice that he desires to have the issues of fact 
tried before a judge and jury, the action will be marked in 
the cause-book “jury trial at defendant’s instance ” on the 
request of the solicitor for either party, and on the certificate 
of such solicitor that such notice has been duly given within 
the time, or extended time, referred to in r. 3. 

Actions which have been so marked will be added by the 
associates to their list of actions for trial upon the solicitor 
for either party bringing to them the certificate of the chan- 
cery registrar, in the form given below, annexed to the state- 
ment of claim. Such actions will be placed in the list 
the order in which they are entered with the associates. 

R. H. Leacu, Senior Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, February. 


[Reference to Record, and Short Title. ] 

I certify that this action was entered for trial in the cause 
book of the Chancery Division on the day of » and 
that it has been this day marked “jury trial at defendant’s 
instance’’ in accordance with a notice given by the defend- 
ant onder ord. 36, r. 8, of the Rules of the Supreme Court. 





Dated the day of . 
» for the Senior Registrar. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


The attention of practitioners is requested to the follow- 
ing notice :— 

The Master of the Rolls and the Vioe-Chancellors have 
given directions that motions for judgment in actions shall 
not be brought on as ordinary motions, but shall be set 
down in the cause-book. 

They can be marked short, on production of the usual 
certificate of counsel, and will then be placed in the paper 
on the first short cause day after the day for which notice 
is given. If not marked short, they will come into the 
general paper in their regular turn. 

It will be advisable that the notices of motion for judg- 
ment shonld, if it is intended to mark them short, contain 
‘a statement to that effect, and also a statement that no 
farther notice will be given of their having been so marked. 
Such statement will dispense with the necessity for giving 
defendants further notice that motions for judgment have 
‘been marked short. 

Where a defendant makes his defence, and the plaintiff 
moves, under ord. 40, r. 11, for such order as he is 
entitled toon the admissions of the defendant, the action 
need not be set down, but if, on the motion being made, it 
appears that there must be a discussion or argument, it 
may be ordered to go into the general paper, subject to 


visions in the Judicature Rules as to notiees of trial; as 
notice of trial can only be given after pleadings closed, 
the proper course, where there are no pleadings, is to set 
the action down on motion for judgment under ord. 40, 


2. i. R. A. 


COURT OF 


ThredyMar. 1 po A & 
Puooe A coon 2 
Saturday .. 3 
Monday .... 5 | Appeals 
Tuesday... 6 
App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. frem orders 
Wednesday. 7< made on interlo- 
cutory motns, & 
other apps. . 
Thursday .. 8 toon Spps. & oF 
Friday aves 8 
Saturdy ..0- 
Monday At on 
Tuesday ....13 
App.motas.expte, 
apps. from crders 
Wednesday 14 >made on  inter- 
locutory motns. & 


Lsacu, Senior Registrar. 


Chancery Registrars’ Office, December, 1876. 





SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Hinary Sirtmnes ror Marcu, 1877. 


APPEAL, 


At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster. 


Tharsd. .... 15 fo - apps. & othr 

Friday --0e16 2 

Saturday ..1 

Monday ..19 Appeals. 

Tuesday ..20 
App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from orders 

Wed nesday 21¢ made on interloc- 
utory motns. & 
other apps. 


Thursday 22 oe other 
Hen aves 

aturday ..2 

Monday a Appeals. 
Tuesday ..27 


App.motns.expte, 
apps. from orders 


locutery motns. & 





other apps. 


HIGH COURT 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

At the Rolls House. 
TursdyMar. 1...General paper. 
Friday .... 2..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Petns. ,sht.causes 
-. 32adj. sums., and 
gen. pa. 
Adj. sumns. & 
gen. pa. 


Saturday 


Monday.... 5 } 


Tuesday.... 6 

Wednesday.. 7 > General paper. 

Thrdy.....- 8 

Friday .... 9...Motns. & gen. pa. 
Pets., sht causes, 

Saturday....10 ? Adj. sums. & gen. 


pa. & 

Monday ....12 ag sums. & gen, 

Tuesday....13 

Wednesday .14 > General paper. 

Thursday ..15 

Friday ....16..Moins. & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..17 {4 adj. sumns,, and 
gen. pa. 

Monday ....19 ag sums. & gen. 
pa. 

Tuesday....20 

Wednesday..2! 

Thursdy ....22 

Friday ....23..Motns. &gen.pa. 
Pets. sht., caus., 

Saturday ..24 4 adj. sums. & gen. 

a 


pa. 
2 farsa sums & gen. 
+2 he 


General paper. 


Monday .. 


Tuesday....27. . General paper 
Wednesday..28..Motns & gen pa. 


N.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Roils shali be 
engaged in a court of appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; bat when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays 


Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 





~< order for its being advanced. 
he attention of solicitors is also called to the pro- 





presented, and copies left with the 


Wednesday.28 Fe on inter- 
other apps. 


N.B.—Lunacy Petitions will be taken every Saturday during the 
sittings. , 





OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 


secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge's officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


Vv. C. Str RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


Thursd.Mar. ary & gen. me 
ort causes, pe’ 

Friday .... 2 ie . pa. 

Saturday .. 3} Adi. sums. & gen. 


Monday .e.. 5 

Tuesday, .. 6 > General paper. 
Wednesday... 7 

Thursday .. eo ey & gen pa. 
Friday .... 9{ een 
Saturday ..10 oy sums. & gen. 


Monday....12 

Tuesday 13 Genera paper. 
Wednesday.!4 

Thursday ..15.. Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....16 { Shi cause Petes 
Saturday ..17 — sums. & gen. 


Monday....19 


Adj 
Saturday ..24 gen 


Monday....26 
Tuesday. ...27 } 2e2erel Paper. 
Wed: 


nesday 38..Mtns. & gen. pap. 
Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
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v. « an aor ~ the day. before the cause is to pie: 


Thurs. Mar. 1 {x gen. pa. 
Friday «... 2...General paper. 


Saturday.. 3 Petns.,sht. caus.& 


gen. pa. 
Monday ... bag Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday .. 
Wednesday. 7 i General paper. 


Thursday ... — adj. sms. 


Friday .... 9...General paper. 


Saturday .. 10 { etme sht. caus 


eonaay oo ee Bankruptcy. 
Wednesday if Genera] paper. 


Thurd .... 15 § Mots., adj. sums. 


& gen. pa. 
Friday.... 16..General paper. 


Saturday.. 17 Taman sht, caus. 


& gen. pa. 
os at ra Bankruptcy. 
Wednesday.21 | General paper. 


Thurs, ....22 ee yt adj. sums. 


and gen. pa. 
Friday ....23...General paper. 


Saturday «24 { poms sht. caus. 


& gen. pa. 
Monday ....26..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....27..General paper. 


Wednesday 28 feng adj. sums. & 


gen pa 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and oe sane 
sary papers must eft in 

court with the judge’s officer 





Motns.,adj. sum.® 





Vv. C. Sir CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


ThrsdyMar. 1...Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 2...Pets. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 3 =. &gen. pa. 
Monday .... 5 


Tuesday .. of General paper. 
Wednesday 7 

Thursdy .. 8..Motns, & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 9...Petns. & gen. pa. 


Snt. canus., adj. 
Saturday . .10 } sums, & geu. pa. 
Monday....12 


Tuesday. “13 General paper. 
Wednesday.i4 ) 

Thursday ..15..Mtns. & gen. pa., 
Friday ....16..Petns. & gen, pa- 


Sht. causes, ad- 
Satarday ...17 sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday ..19 


Tues; General paper 

Wednesday.21 

Thurs, ....22..Motns, & gen pa. 

Friday ~<a & gen. *, 

ort caus., le 

—— oe len. & gen. pa. 
onday....2 

Tuesday "97 | General paper. 

Wedsdy .. 28,..Mtns.& gen, pa. 

Farther Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papersmust be left 
in court with the judge’s 

officer the day before the cause 

is to be put into the paper. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 





February 23, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Annuities, April, 85, 95 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt.22 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, 22 pm. 
Ditto, 2100 & £200, 22 pm. 
Bank of England Stock, — per 


per Cent. Consols, 957 

Ditto for Account, Mar. 1, 95% 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 963 
New 3 per Cent., 964 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan. "94 
Do. 2 per Cent., Jan. ’94 
Bo. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 
Annuities, Jan.’80 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ditto Sper Cent., July, 80,105 % 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88, i044 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cent. 88 
Zad Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Ditte for Account. 


Ct. (last half-year), 261 


Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,’79, 91 

Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
April, 64 

Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. 73 

Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

Ditto, ditto, under £1000 














| Railways. (Paid.|Closing Prices 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter 100 ~_ 
Stock! Caledonian 100 1233 
Stock'Glasgow and South-Western ..............-seese| 100 106 

(Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scvveessessesssers| 100 49} 
Stock'Great Northern ... w sesebectsecoseesal “S00 131 
Stock! Do., A Stock* ...... eececscoscvcsscocosccorort 100 1503 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 — 
Stock|Great Western—Original....ccce..s.csessssesseeee) 100 1044 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ss0esseveres| 100 


Stock|/London, Brighton, and South Coast., 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover,,,........ 





































Stock|London and North-Western .......00.. 1493 
Stock|London and South Western..........0++ 129 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .....0.00++ 72 
Stock | Metropoli i 1054 
Stock Do., District 46 
Stock! Midiand 129: 
Stoek' 104 
North Eastern 156 
North 137 
Stock North Staffordshire ... 67 
pen Devon 69 
Stock South-Eastern 1244 

















*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS, 

Hares—Feb. 21, at 9, Claverton-street, S.W., the wife of 
Francis E. Hales, of a son. 

MiILLaR—Feb. 19, at 59, Kensington-gardens-square, the wife 
of Frederick Charles James Millar, of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

StewArtT—Feb. 18, at22, Neville-street, Onslow-gardens, S.W., 
the wife of Alan Stewart, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Tuomas—Feb. 15, at Dovon-terrace, Swansea, the wife of Abel 
Thomas, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


Pa MARRIAGE, 
GRIEVE—CRAWFORD—Feb. 20, at St. George's Presbyterian 
Church, Creydon, W. Weir Grieve, solicitor, Glasgow, to 
Marioa Hardie, daughter of the late William Crawford, 
Greenock. 
DEATHS. 
MitcHELL—Feb. 14, Thomas Davis Mitchell, of the Inner 
Temple, barrister-at-law, formerly of 3, Harcourt-buildings, 
SanpDERs—Feb. 15, at Plymouth, George Williams Sanders, late 
a Commissioner of her Majesty’s Court of Bankruptcy, aged 80, 

WuaitrwoktH—Feb. 11, at Genoa, Italy, Robert Whitworth, 
M.A., barrister-at-law, of the Inner Temple, and late of 6, 
Old-square, Linosln’s-inn, aged 63. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fawway, Feb, 16, 1877, 
Lim ITED IN CHANCERY. 
Gellydeg Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
alins, dated Feb 9, it was ordered that the above company be wound 

up. Taylor and Son, Gray’s inn, solicitors for the petitioner ‘ 

Middlesbrough and Stockton Tramways Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Feb 14, directed to be heard before V.C, 
Bacon on Feb 24, Peacopp, South sq, Gray’s inn, agent for Watson, 
Middlesbrough, solicitor for the petitioner 

New Gas Company, Limited.—Patition for winding up, presented Feb 
8, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Feb 24. Heritage, 
Nicholas lane, Lombard st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Regent Iron Works Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 12, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Feb 24, 
Flax and Leadbitter, Leadsnhal! st, agents for Thursfield and 
Messiter, Wednesbury, solicitors for the petitioners 

Sovereign and Belgian Star Coal Company, Limited.—The M,R. has 
fixed Tuesday, Feb 27, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place 
for the appointment of an official liquidator 


Togspay, Feb. 20, 1877. 
Lrurrep 1n CHANCERY. 

Cardiff National Advance and Discount Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Feb 13, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on March 3. Smith and Co, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry, 
agents for Ensor, Cardiff, solicitor for the petitioner 

Electric Power Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 17, directed to be heard before V.O. Halil on March 2. Holmes, 
Clement’s lane, Lombard st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Lindridge Colliery Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 17, directed to be heard before the V.C. Hall on March 2, 
Randall and Angier, Gray’s inn place, solicitors for the i 

New Cross (St John’s) »nd Lewisham Skating Rink Company, Limited, 
—The M.R. has fixed Thursday, March 1, at 12, at his chambers, as 
the time and place for the appointment of an official liquidator 





County PaLaTine or LANCASTER, 

North-Western Land and Investment Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the V.C,, dated Feb 13, it was ordered that the above com- 

pany be wound up. Ponton, Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioner 


Creditors ander Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof.’ 
TorspaY, Feb, 13, 1877. 
Atkins, John Sydney, Salisbury, Wine Merchant, March 15. Yswortly 
v Lane, V.C. Hall. Hodding, Salisbury 
Baylis, Thomas Hatchinson, Vere st, Oxford st, Gent. March 15. 
Positive Government Security Life Assurance Company (Limited) 
v Baylis, V.0. Malins. Tucker, King et, Cheapside 
Brown, Robert, Workington, Cumberland, Sculptor. April 4, Wilson 
v Brown, V.C. Hall. Whitelock, Workington 
Gilmai, Nathaniel, Romford, Essex, Carpenter. March 5, Adams 
v Gilman, V.C, Malins. Hunt, Lombard st 
Hickman, Richard John, Blenheim crescent, Notting hill, Ironmonger. 
March 10. Hickman v Hickman, V.C. Malins. Dowse, New inn 
Shelton, Samuel, Luckley Farm, Gloucester, Farmer. March 20, 
Shelton v Stratton, V.C. Hall. Brookes, Stow-on-the-Wold 
Taplin, Amelia, Warneford Lunatic Asylum, Oxford. Feb 27. Ansell 
v Shuttleworth, M.R, Upton, Halten rd, Islington 
Wright, John Lamp, King’s rd, Bedford row, Gent, March 20, New- 





bolt ¥ Golding, V.C. Malins. Kingsford, Essex st, Sorand 
Wright, William, Albany rd, Old Kent rd, Banker’s Clerk. April 11. 
Wright v Bone, V.C. Malins 
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rs 
Fripay, Feb. 16, 1877. 


m, William, Oxford st. March 3l, Malam v Farr, V.C, 
ets. Collins, Bedford row 
Garlon, John, Grevill place, Kilburn, Esq. March 27. Markes v Car- 
jon, V.0. Hall. Thomas, Regent st 
Dodge, Ossian Euclid, Beaufort buildiugs, Strani. May 1. Dodge v 
Hodge, V.C. Hall. Darley and Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 
th, William, North Wheatly, Nottingham, Farmer. April 2. 
Sipittlehousesv Jackson, V.C. Malins. Jones, East Retford 
How, Jobn Shuckburgh, Mostyn rd, Brixton, Gent. March 17. 
Comins v How, V.C. Hall. Woolf, Queen st, Cannon st 
Hulse, Robert, Hanley, Stafford, Eating House Keeper. March 16. 
Ise, M.R. Stevenson and Hamshaw, Hanley 


v Hu 

Pe Thomas, Fen Ditton, Cambridge, Farmer. March 21. Gooch v 
Kent, V.0. Hall. Francis, Cambridge 

March 17. Hicks v 


Ketcher, George, Asheldham, Essex, Farmer. 
r, V.0. Bacon. Cattlin, Gresham buildings, Basing hall st 
, Thomas, Poole, Dorset. March 16. Bartlett v Retford, V.C. 
Hall, Brownlow, Bedford row 
Trott, Richard, Currey Rivel!, Somerset, Farmer. March 15. Pomeroy 
ySummerhays, M.R, Peren, South Petherton 
y, Henry John, Stoke Newington rd, Licensed Victualler, 
March 31. Licensed Victuallers’ Asylum v Gabb, V.C. Hall. Child, 
Paul’s Bakehouse court, Doctors’ commons 
‘Webster, David, Norfolk rd, St John’s wood, Esq. March 14, Webster 
y Ashcroft, M.R. Burgoyne, Oxford st 
Willett, Charles, Wo'stantou, Stafford, Gent. March 27. 
Litchfield, M.R. Knight, Newcastic-under-Lyme 
Wilson, Richard, Springfield villa, Grosvenor park, Camberwell, Gent. 
March 10. Wilson v Wilson, V.C. Malins. Croft, Bucklersbury 


Bankrupt. 
Fripay, Feb. 16, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Abbott, John, Edgware rd, Costume Manufacturer. Pet Feb 12, 
ham. Feb 27 at ! 
Baker, Henry, Mount st, Grosvenor sq, Clerk in the War Office. Pet 
Feb 13. Hazlitt. Feb 28 at 12 
Comyn, George Edward, Angel court, Throgmorton st, Stockbroker, 
fe Pet Fedl5. Murray. March 7 at 11 
Edenborough, Melville, Laurence Pountney lane, Wine Merchant. Pet 
Feb 15. Murray. March 7 at 12.30 
Falkenstein,F , Providence place, Middlesex st, Glass Cut,er. Pet 
Feb 13, Hazlitt. Feb 28 at 11 
Kitto, Charles William, Palmerston buildings, Bishopsgate st within, 
Contractor. Pet Feb 13. Hazlitt. Feb 28 at 11 
Henry Murray, Ovington gardens, Brompton, Pet Feb 14. 
Spring-Rice. March 6 at 1 
Langridge, Thomas, Guildford st, Russell sq. Pet Feb 14. Spring- 
Rice. March 6 at 12.30 
, Edwin, jun, Claverton st, Pimlico, Pet Feb 15. Murray. 
March 7 at 12 
» Henry, and Arthur Moreton Walter, Cowper st, City rd, 
jiers, Pet Feb 12. Brougham. Feb 27 at 11.30 
Warne, William Henry, Pitfieid st, Hoxton, Bedding Manufacturer. 
Pet Feb 14. Spring-Rice. March 6 at 12 


Walters v 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Harrison, Richard Thomas, Manchester, Cloth Agent. Pet Feb 14, 
Hulton. Salford, Feb 28 at 11 

Robson, Albert, Hunstanton, Norfolk, Corn} Merchant. Pet Feb 14, 
Partridge.' King’s Lynn, March 5 at 1 

Witchell, George, Bristol, Draper. Pet Feb 12. Harley. Bristol, 
March 5 at 2 

Wood, Samuel, Holmes green, Lancashirsa, Architect. Pet Feb 14. 
Postlethwaite. Barrow-in-Furness, March 2 at 12 


Tuespay, Feb. 20, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Key, John, Clarence rd, Dulwich, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Pet Feb 16. 
Keene. March 5 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Altree, George, Hednesford, Stafford, Baker. Pet Feb 15. Clarke. 
‘Walsall, March 7 at 12 
» Thomas, Grandturzell Farm, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Feb 17. 
Cripps. ‘Tunbridge Wells, March 5 at 3 
Burkhill, Arthur Henry, Bridlington Quay, York, Gent. Pet Feb 9. 
oodall, Scarborough, March 6 at 3.30 
Dromtra, Frederick William Constantine, Eastbourne, Sussex, Com- 
mission Agent. Pet Nov 15. Blaker. Lewes, March 2 at 12 
Harrison, Elizabeth, Bridlington Quay, York. Pet Feb 9. Woodall. 
Scarborough, March 6 at 3 
Pellow, Richard Bail, Manchester, Merchant. Pet Feb 16, Lister. 
Manchester, March 5 at 10.30 
Sothcott, John, Portsea, Hants, Baker. Pet Feb 14. Hellard. Ports- 
mouth, March 6 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Feb. 20, 1877, 


King, James, Winslow, Buckingham, Auctioneer. Feb 17 
Titterton, Arthur, Axmins:er, Devon, Gent, Feb 15 





Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fruipay, Feb. 16, 1877, 
Anketell, Rey Robert Thomas Le Ban, East Walton, Norfolk. March 1 


Ardley, Daniel Henry, Torquay, Devon, Hair Dresser. March 5 at 12 
at offices of Ward and Co, Clement’s lane. Faw, Borough High st,. 
Southwark 
Arnold, Jane, Leeds, Nursery Woman. March 1 at 3 at offices of 
Craven, East parade, Leeds 
Atkinson, Thomas, Jermyn st, Captain in H.M.’s Army. March 5 at 
12 at 28, Bedford row. Treherne 
Bell, Peter, Cockermouth, Onmberland, Innkeeper. March 2 at 1l at 
offices of Bevan, Castlegate, Cock ermonth 
Birch, Charles, Claypole, Lincoln. March 6 at I at the Ram Hotel, 
Castle gate, Newark-upon-Trent. Smith, Newark-upon-Trent 
Blades, William Charles, Sheffield, Joiner. Feb 28jat 11 at offices of 
Webster, Hartshead, Sheffield 
Bradley, William, Bristo',Grocer. Feb 27 at 2 at offices of Williams 
and Co, The Exchange, Bristol. Britta‘n and Co, Bristol 
Broome, John Darke, Maidenhead, Grocer. Feb 28 at 11 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Praed st, Paddiagton. Britton, Maidenhead 
Brotheridge, Charles Young, Ellesmere, Salop, Grocer. Feb 28 at 1 at 
the Angel Hotel, Dale st, Liverpoel. Blackburn and Allen, Elles- 
mere 
Brown, Charles, Louth, Lincoln, Stone Mason. March 1 at 3 at office® 
of Wood, New st chambers, Louth 
Brown, Henry, West Retford, Nottingham, Cooper. Feb 23 at 11 at 
offices of Bladon, Gainsborough 
Burr, Benjamin Henry, Haggerston rd, Dalston, Oilman. March 5 at 
& at offices of Banes, Basinghall st. Mason, North buildings, Fins» 
ury 
Ohamney, Thomas, Birkenhead, Boot Dealer. March 6 at 8 at offices. 
ot Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Clark, Joseph, Hatton garden, Dealer in Precious Stones. March 3 at 
12 at offices of Browne-Kiader and Son, John st, Bedford row 
Clark, William Obadiah, Tredegar rd, Bow, Dealer in Cones. Feb 26 
at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Rigby, Half Moon crescent, Islington 
Clarke, George, Antingham, Norfolk, Farmer. March 2at 12 at offices 
of Chittock and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 
Clutterbuck, Charles, Cinderford, Gloucester, Mason, March 6 at 3 at 
offices of Dighton, Micheldean 
Corbett, John, Ogleby st, Woolwich, General Shopkeeper. March 3 at 
3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Cox, Albert Septimus, Altrincham, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 
March 5 at 2 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. 
Phillips, Manchester 
Croft, John Stote, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Tailor. March 7 at 2.30 at 
offices of Mason, Victoria st south, Great Grimsby 
Deeley, Joseph, Birkenhead, Boot Dealer. Feb 27 at 2 at offices of 
Dowaham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Drary, Richard, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Farmer. Maren 12 at 11 at 
offices of Mossop and Go, Long Sutton 
Dwyer, Christoper, York, Grocer. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Crumbie, 
Stonegate, York 
Dyson, Edward, Hyde, Cheshire, Fireman. Feb 28 at 1! at offices of 
Hibbert, Clarendon place, Hyde 
Evans, William, Sheffield, Bootmaker. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Burde- 
kin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield 
Fellows, Joseph, Willenhall, Stafford, Bolt Manufacturer. Feb 28 at 
11 at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Fitzgerald, John Foster Vesey, Vauxhali bridge rd, Westminster, no 
occupation, Feb 27 at 1 at offices of Watkin, Gray’s inn eq 
Fou'kes, Hugh, Birkenheat, Bootmaker. March 5at 2 at offices of 
Knowles, Urioa court, Castle st, Liverpool 
Fowlston, Hevry, Sheffield, Beer Retailer. Feb 27 at 4 at offices of 
Gee, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield 
Freeborough, George, Old Whittington, Derby, Yeast Dealer. March 
1 at 8 at offices of Cutts and Co, Low pavement, Chesterfield 
Gamble, Thomas Josephus, Bradford, Printer. Feb 27 at 11 at offices _ 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Gates, John Brookes, Lewisham, Kent. Feb 28 at 3 at the Guildhall: 
Tavern, Gresham st. Bristow, Greenwich 
Goddard, Daniel, Odiham, Hants, Corn Dealer. March 5 at lat offices 
of Webb, Cross st, Basingstoke 
Green, Henry, Westbary, Wilts, Butcher. March } at 11.30 at the 
Lopes’ Arms Hotel, We:tbury. Dunn and Payns, Frome 
Hame, John Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Feb 28 at 11 at 
offices of Priestman, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Hands, Thomas Woodward, Gateshead, Durham, Tobacconist. March 
2 at 11 at offices of Keen!yside and Forster, Grainger st west, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Harris, Charles, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. March 1 at 12 at 
offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
Hawker, William, Liverpool, Bootmaker. Feb 28 at 12 at offices of 
Carruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 
Hetherington, Wiliiam, Liverpool, Bookkeeper. March 5 at 2 at offices 
of Tyrer and Co, North Jobn st, Liverpool 
Hewitt, William, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Japanrer. Feb 27 at i0.15 
at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hicks, John, Bristol, Cab Driver. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Clifton, Corn 
st, Bristol 
Hobday, Charles Henry, Alvechurch, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 26 at 
11 at offices of Morgan, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hooper, Robert, Bristol, Oil Dealer, Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Clifton, 
Corn st, Bristol 
Horwood, William, Yate, Gloucester, Farmer. March 1 atl2 at offices 
of Triggs, Bread st, Bristol, Benson and Thomas, Bristol 
Howard, Charles, Maldon, Essex, Draper. Feb 27 at 1 at the Inns ef 
Court Hotel, Holborn. Parker and Son, High Wycombe . 
Hughes, Hugh, Mold, Flint, Builder, Feb 24 at 12 at offices of Chute 
ton, Eastgate buildings, Cheshire 
Humphreys, Edward, East Dereham, Norfolk, Land Surveyor. March 
2 at 4 at offices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Isaacs, Colman, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Jeweller. Feb 28 atl at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Johns, Alfred, Hasex rd, Boot Manufacturer, Feb 28 at 3 at 173, 
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Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Fenton 







































































Mee Spo My ORE RE APOIO nat 












































a a a i eects 















































































































































ARN ir "ER aS A ONES TS IN RE 





































































































































































































Fhe RG AES ASE A ER 














Wells, — Royle, Aylsham, Norfolk, Miller. March 1 at 12 at 


330 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Jobnson, Thomas, B'rmingham, Licensed Victualler. March 2 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 


Jones, Hugh, Garthgynan, Denbigh, Farmer. Feb 28 at 10 at the 


Castle Hotel, Ruthin. Louis and Edwards, Ruthin 


Kennerley, Joseph, Wern Vawr, Denbigh, Farmer. March I at 2 at 


offices of Bridgman and Co, Newgate st, Cheshire 
Langridge, James, and Richard Langridge, Bristol, Ladies’ U nder- 
clothing Manvfacturers, Feb 27,at 1 at offices of Denning and Co, 
Shannon court, Corn st, Bristol. Miller, Bristol 


i oot Leamington, Umbrella Manufacturer. Feb 26 at 2 at 
0 


ces of Wright and Hassal), Dormer place, Leamington 
Leeming, Cyrus Samuel, Dewsbury, York, Painter. Feb 28 at 11.45 
at offices of Wooler, Exehange buildings, Batley 
Levers, Frederick, Ulverston, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 28 at 2 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson 
Lilley, James, Long Sutton, Lincola, Butcher. March 12 at 12 at 
offices of Mossop and Co, Long Sutton 
Little, Robert, Carlisle, Photographer. Feb 28 at 3 at officesof Wannop, 
Carruthers court, Scotch st, Carlisle 
Longstaff, Ann, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Shoemaker. Feb 28 at 
10.30 at offices of Draper, Fiakle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Lovatt, George, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of 
Ashmall, Cheapride, Hanley . 
Lund, James Priestley, Shipley, York, out of business, March 1 at 11 
at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Maillard, William, Newport, Mon, Boot Maker. March 5 at 12 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Lloyd 
Martin, Frederick Robertson, Bath, Somerset, Chemist. Feb 27 at 3 
at offices of Baker and Langworthy, Stephen st, Bristol 
Monnington, Thomas, Leominster, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. 
March 5 at 3 at offices of Moore, Corn st, Leominster 
Moody, William Hartley, Spennymoor, Durham, Ladies’ Outfitter. 
Marck 2 at 11 at offices of Marshall and Oliver, Claypath, Durham 
Moore, John, Hartburn, Dusham, Farmer. March 2 at 11 at 13, 
Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees, Fawcett 
Morland, Maitland Francis, Brighton, Tutor. March 3 at 11 at offices 
of Potter, Ship st, Brighton 
Morrison, Matthew, Huddersfie'd, Y.rk, Draper. March 1 at 3.30 at 
offices of Neill. Kirkgate, Bradford 
Morse, Charies, Babbacombe, Devon, Draper. March 2 at 2 at offices of 
Hooper and Wollen, Carlton House, Torquay 
Nuttall, Thomas, Pendleton, Lancashire, Plumber. March 2 at 3 at 
offices of Dewhurst, Victoria s*, Manchester 
Oswell, Richard, Altrincham, Cheshire, Grocer, March 5 at 3 at 
offices of Mann, Cooper st, Manchester 
Oxley, Frank Edmund, Bath, Froit Merchant. March 8 at 1 at offices 
of Collins, Abbey Churchyard, Bath 
Pemberton, Isaac, Morecambe, Lancashire, Watchmaker. March 2 
at 12 at offices of Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lancashire 
Plastings, William, Bradford, out of business. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
Scott, Chapel lane, Brad’ord. Hudson, Bradford 
Pratt, James, Eccleshi!l, Yors,Draper. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Scott, 
Chapel lane, Bra‘tford 
Prosser, Thomas, Hereford, Innkeeper. March 2 at 1! at offices of 
Corner, High Town, Hereford 
Redman, William, Barnley, Lancashire, Shuttlemaker. March 1 at 3 
at offices of Sutcliffe, Grimshaw st, Burniey 
Rivett, William James, Stratford, Builder. March 9 at 11 at the 
Goildhal! Tavern, Gresham st. Wilson and Son, Basinghall st 
Rouch, William Alberto, Rirmingham, Wine Merchants. Feb 28 at 3 
at offices of Bu'ler and Bickley, Bennett’s hill. Birmingham 
Ruddy, Austin, Longharst, Northumberland, Sinker. Feb 27 at 2 at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-[yne 
Russell, Joseph, Wals+ll, Stafford, Chainmaker. March 6 at 11 at 
offices of Glover, Park st, Waisali 
Scholes, Henry, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Hatter. March 6 at 12 
at offices of Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmunds 
Shackleton, Charles, Cestieford, York, Basket Maker. Feb 26 at 3 at 
offices of Horner, Welbeck st, Castleford 


Stearman, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tobacconist, March 7 at 2 
at offices of Hedge and Harle, Graioger st west, Newcastie-upon- 


Steven, Alfred Robert, Middlesborough, Carpet Warehouseman. Feb 
28 at 11.30 at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Addenbrodke, Middles- 


Talton, William Franks, Loughborough, Leicester, no occupation. 
March 5 at 12 at offices of Goode, Baxter gate, Loughborough 
Taylor, Joseph, Barley, York, Cabinet Maker. March 2 at Il at offices 
of kidgwey and Riagway, Wellirgton st, Batley 
Taylor, William, Lockington, York, Innkeeper, March 5 at 11.20 at 
offices of Jennings and Co, Great Driffield 
Thompson, William, Silverdale, Stafford, Saddler. Feb 26 at 11 at 
offices of Sherratt, Market st, Kidsgrove 
Tindall, Charles, Thornton, York. Plamber. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Toothil!, Arthur, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Paper Manufacturer. Feb 28 
at 2 at 4, Eart psrade, Leeds. Watson, Barnard Castle 
Travis, Joseph, Oidham, Lancashire, Washing Soiution Manufacturer. 
Feb 28 at 3 ac offices of Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 
, Thomas Henry, and Frederick Henry Barton, Leeds, Jute 
Spinners. Feb 26 at 11 at offices of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse 
st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Waclawski, George France's, Birmingham, no occupation. Feb 26 at 3 
at offices of Dube. Temple row, Birmingtam 
Waughan, Joseph, Manchester, Brass Founder. March 7 at 12 at offices 
of Sutton and Eliiott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Wade, Henry Sergeant, Chepping Wycombe, Buckingham, Draper. 
March | at 2 atthe Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Rawson, 
Great Marlow 
Wakefield, Jonr, Brynmawr, Brecon, Ironfounder. Feb 28 at 3 at the 
Griffin Hotel, Brynmawr. Jones, Abergavenny 
Webster, Toomss, Grantham, Lincoln, Grocer, Fb 27 at 12 at offices 
of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 


Chitteck and Woods, Bank st, 








Wilde, Mary Ann Appleyard, Liverpool, Dentist. March 1 at 12 at 
offices of Carruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 
Williams, Edwin George, Ryde, Isieof Wight, Commission Agent, Feb 
27 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Whitehall, Portsea 
Wood, Joseph, Tadhoe Grange, Durham, Grocer. Feb 28 at 11 at 
offices of Brignall, jun, Saddler st, Durham > : 
Wright, William, Bradley, Stafford, out of business. March 2 at 3 at 
offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Torspay, Feb. 20, 1877. 
Arkell, William, Birkenhead, Grocer, March 5 at 2 at offices of Down. 
ham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Atherton, Giles, Stockport, Cheshire, Felt Body Maker. March 5 at3 
at ofSces of Marshand Coppock, Vernon st, Stcckport 
Ayres, Thomas, Southend, Essex, Journeyman Carpenter. March 5 
at 3 at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 
Bailey, William, Birmingham, Tube Manufacturer. March 5 at 11 at 
23, Colmore row, Birmingham. Barber 
Bailey, Richard William, Frome, Somerset, out of business, March § 
at 12 at offices of Cruttwelland Co, Bath st, Frome 
Baker, Henry, Huddersfield, Pianoforte Dealer. March 8 at 11 at 
offices of Ramsden and Sykes, Huddersfield 
Balchin, Alfred, Shere, Surrey, Butcher. March 2 at 3 at the County 
and Borough Aalls, Guildford. Geach, Guildford 7 
Ball, George James, High Holborn, Jeweller. Feb 28 at3 at the Bridge 
Honse Hotel, London bridge. Finch, Bridge chambers 
Bingham, Edwin, Tibshelf, Derby, Builder. March 2 at 3 at offices ef 
Gee, High st, Chesterfield 
Birkhead, Robert Dex, Manchester, Warehousoman, March 2 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st; Manchester 
Bridges, Altred Wallace, Liverpool, Horse Trainer. March 6 at 2 at 
offices of Fowler, Cable st, Liverpool 
Brockman, Jacob, Alberta terrace, Spanby rd, Bow, Twine Mana- 
facturer. March 8 at 2 at offices of Jennings, Leadenhall st 
Brown, William Edward, Coalville, Leicester, Blacksmith. March 5 at 
12 at the Shoulder of Mutton Inn, Market st, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 
Burslem, John, Cheadle, Cheshire, Stone Mason. March 3 at 11 at 
offices of Green, Brazennose st, Manchester. Newton, pyr 
Butler, John, Woodford, Wi'ts, Farmer. March 5 at 2 at offices of 
Nodder, City chambers, Salisbury 
Cahn, Leopold, and John King, Bristol, Wine Merchants. March 2 at 
3 at offices of Beckingham, Broad st, Bristol 
Calvert, William, Heeley, Sheffield, out of business. March 5 at 11 at 
offices of Webster, Hartshead, Sheffield 
Chapman, Richard, Great Yarmouth, Skin Buyer. March 6 at 11 at 
offices of Wiltshire, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth 
Clarke, Horace Culham, Iken, Suffolk, Farm er. March 5 at | at the 
Bull Inn, Woodbridge. Watts 
Creigh, William Benjamin, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. March 2 
at 2 at the Station Hotel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hoyle and Co, 
Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Crompton, William, Armley, nr Leeds, Grocer. March 3 at 3 at the 
Windmill Inn, Blossom st, York. Granger 
Cross, Arthur, Liverpool, Salt Broker. March 12 at 2 at offices of 
Vaughan-Jones, Piccadilly, Mancnester 
Crowson, George, Horncastle, Lincoln, General Dealer. Feb 28 at 2 at 
offices of Boulton, Horncastle 
Dewey, Edward, Ludgate hill, Laceman. March 13 at 12 at offices of 
Phelps and Co, Gresham st 
Dexter, Thomas Wightman, Norfolk mews east, Paddington, Builder, 
March 5 at 2 at offices of Rubinstein, Regent st 
Diver, Thomas, Onslow place, South Kensington, Doctor of Medicine, 
March 6 at 12 at offices of Child, Southsq, Gray’s inn 
Edgar, Sarah Aon, Salford, Beer Dealer, March 14 at 3 at the Fal- 
st«ff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Ward, Manchester 
Evans, Joseph, Darlington, Durham, Greengrocer. March 2 at 11 at 
offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Faircliff, John Everett, Burwell, Cambridge, Carpenter. March 13 at 
1! at offices of Kitchener and Fenn, High st, Newmarket 
Faulkes, Thomas, Hoveringham, Nottingham, Miller. March 6 at 12 
at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Field, William Nutt, Abchurch chambers, Abchurch yard, Accountant. 
March 5 at 12 at offices of Chester and Co, Staple ino, Holborn 
Fittes, Frederick John, North Shields, Northumberland, Brewer's 
Traveller. March 2 at 3 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Foster, George, Washington, Durham, Tailor. March 5at 11 at offices 
of Bond, Colliogwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Foxall, Robert, Blenheim rd, Wellesley rd, Guanersbury, Colonial 
Broker’s Clerk, March 8 at 2 at ottices of Finney and Bruff, Chan- 
cery lane 
Per hy Thomas, and Robert Tsylor Garget, Darlington, Durham, 
Joiners. March 7 at 11 at offices of Robinson, Houndgate, Dar- 
lington 
Godber, John, Nottingham, Railway Wagon Builder. March 9 at 12 
at ottices of Smith, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
Goodall, John, Woburn Sands, Buckingham, Timber Merchant. 
March 2 at 11 at the Bletchley Park Hotel, Bletchley Station. Becke, 
Northampton 
Goodman, John, Stourport, Worcester, Coal Merchant. March 7 at 3 
at offices of Corbet and Co, Baxter chambers, Church st, Kidder- 
minster 
Graves, James, Manchester, Cloth Agent. March 12 at 3 at offices of 
Leigh, Browu st, Manchester 
Green, Wiiliam, Wednesbury, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. March 8 
at 11 at offices of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 
Greenwood, Booth, Bramley, nr Leeds, out of business. March 2 at 
11 at offices of Terry and nson, Market st, Bradford 
Gullick, Gilmore, Bristol, Licensed Victaaller. March 3 at 11 at offices 
of Beckingham, 5: st, Bristol 
Hamer, Richard William, Liverpoo:, Commercial Traveller. March 
10 at 1 at offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 
Harper rey) Higher Openshaw, Lancashire, Beerhouse Keeper. 
March # at 11 at offices of Hodgson, Tib lang, Manchester 
Hay, Robert, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Butcher. March 3 at 11 
at the Wellington Hotel, Daiton-in- Furness 
Hopwood, John Dent, Nottingbam, Architect. March 7 at 3 at offices 
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Insley, Henry, Birmingham, Coach Builder. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of 
Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham 
Jacobs, Henry, Hackney rd, Bedding Manufacturer. March! at 3 at 
officea of Wright and Abrahams, High Holborn 
James, Thomas, Cardiff, Cabinetmaker. March 5 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Jones, David Jenkin, Cardiff, Outfitter. March 1 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
‘Kentchen, George, Southampton, Grocer. March 2 at 3 at offices of 
Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Leech, George Edward, and Augustus Frederick Leech, Queen Vic- 
toria st, Wine Merchant. March 9 at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee House. 
Sturt, Ironmenger lane 
Leonard, Thomas, Cradley, Worcester, Labourer. March 3 at 11 at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Lockhart, Edgar, Brackley, Northampton, Coal Merchant. March 9 
at 12 at the Railway Station Hotel, Bletchley. Neve, Luton 
Mann, Henry, Lighthorne, Warwick, Farmer, March 2 at 12 at offices 
of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
Mann, James, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Smack Owner. March 5 at 12 at 
offices of Seago, High st, Lowestoft 
Marham, Joseph, Birkenhoad, Cheshire, Merchant’s Clerk. March 5 
at 3 at offices of Masters and Fletcher, North John st, Liverpool 
Marks, David Isaac, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. March 2 at3 at 
offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Mason, Thomas, Chippenham place, Kilburn, Herbalist. March | at 3 
at Wood's Tavern and Hotel, Portugal st, Liacoln’s inn fields. 
Goatly, Cambridge terrace, Hyde park 
Millership, Richard, High Town, Catnock, Stafford, Beer Seller, 
March 8 at 3 at offices of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 
Mills, Joseph, Hunley, St»fford, Earthenware Manufacturer. March 1 
at 3 at offices of Llewellyn and Ackrill, Piccadilly st, Tcnstall 
Millward, Job, Mayfield, stafford, Joiner. March 2 at 2 at the Green 
Man Hotel, Achborne. Holland and Rigby, Ashborne 
Monkhouse, Elliott, Exeter, Sewing Machine Dealer, March 13 at 3 at 
the Bude Haven Hotel, Exeter: Rogers 
Mott, John Bateman, Southampton, House Decorator. March 6 at $ 
at offices of Shutte, Portlacd st, Southampton 
Murphy, William, Manchester, Bootmaker. March 5 at 11 at offices 
of Dawson, Br st, Manchester 
Newton, Emma, Leeds, Grocer. March 5 at 4 at offices of Hardwick, 
Infirmary st, Leeds 
Parker, Henry Jacques, Southampton, Surgeon Dentist. March 5 at 3 
at offices of Sbutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Payne, Jane, Birmingham, Butcher. March 6 at 12 at offices of 
Dixon, Newhall st, Birmingham. Willcock, Wolverhampton 
Percy, Stephen Jacob, Hornsey rd, Cheesemonger. Feb 28 at 3 at 37, 
Bedford row. Marshall 
Pittman, Cornelius, Hindon, Wilts, Butcher. March 5 at 12 at 28, 
Endless st, Salisbury. Hill 
‘Pritchard, Henry William, Salford, Lancashire, Solicitors’ Clerk. 
March 12 at 1 at the Ducie Arms, Strangeways, Manchester 
Read, Thomas Gobier, Woodford, Essex, Licensed Victualler. March 
8 at 11 at offices of Cotton, Newington causeway, Southwark 
, Thomas, Freemantle, Hants, Horse Dealer. March 3 at 
12 at offices of Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 
Roger, Thomas, Sheffield, Fruiterer. March 6 at 12 at offices of 
Singleton, Temple chambers, Fig tree lane, Sheffield 
Rose, Henry George, Rampton, Nottingham, Grocer. March 5 at 12 
at offices of Marshall and Co, East Retford 
Ruddock, William Alfred, Great Tower st, Commercial Traveller. 
March 5 at 3 at offices of Chorley and Crawford, Moorgate st 
Sambrooke, William, Darlaston, Stafford, Provision Dealer, March 
18 at 11 at offices of Ourbett, Pinfoid st, Darlaston 
on, Thomas, Accringt»n, Lancashire, Grocer. March 8 at 3 at 
. Offices of Hall and Son, Queen st, Accrington 
our, Charles Morley, Nottingham, Book-keeper. March 12 at 12 
at offices of Clifton, St Peter’s chambers, Nottingham 
Sparrow, kphraim, Penge line, Kent, Gent. March 13 at 3 at offices of 
ane Co, Queen Victoria si. Crook and Smith, Abchurch 





Spinner, Edwin, Southsea, Hants, Hairdresser. March 6 at 4 at 
Offices of Reed, Union et, Portsea 
Atephens, William, Birmingham, Eating House Keeper. March 7 at 3 
at offices of Edwards, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Sumner, William, Preston, Spindle Manufacturer. March 2 at 2 at 
of Blackburst, Fox st, Preston 
Taylor, Henry, Willam Taylor, and Benjamin Coulson Atkinson, 
Newcastle-ou-Tyne, Coal Exporters. March 2 at liat the Queen 
Hotel, Middlesborough. Watson, Middlesborough 
‘Theobald, William, Croydon, Grocer. March 2 at 2 at 4, Arthur st 
east, London bridge. Carver and Bell, Eastcheap 
Turner, Isaac, Stowmarket, Soffolk, Carrier, March 5 at 3 at the Fox 
Hotel, Stowmarket, Hil!, Ipswich 
ud, Joseph Randall, Marylebone rd, Sculptor. March 1 at 2 at the 
Tons of Court Hotel, Lincoin’s ion fields. Stirke 
‘Tyas, Hevry William, Mexbrough, York, Tailor. March 2 at 3 at 
offices of Clegg and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 
Udall, Urban, Iikeston, Derby, Plumber. March 7 at 12 at offices of 
Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
Venzi, Cesare Maria, Carsiff, Gunsmith. March 6 at 10 at offices of 
Lomas and Co, Cannon st, Birmingham, Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 
‘Walters, Matthew Henry, birmingham, Hot Water Engineer. Feb 
28 at 3 at offices of Que'ch, Cannon st, Birmingham 
— George, Bradiord, Grocer, March 5 at 10 at offices of Peel 
and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Warman, George, Southampton st, Camberwell, Tripe Dresser. Feb 
27 at 8 at offices of Soard and Son, Gracechurch st 
n, John Shaw, Kniveton, Derby, ‘iailor. March 7 at 11 at the 
Wheatsheaf Hotel, Ashborne 
Wild, William, Shuttleworth, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner, March t 
at 12 at offices of Stevenson and Co, ee eae Manchester 
rene Robert, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, ding Manufacturer. 
Mar ; Ade A ae of Alexander, Institute chambers, Pontypridd. 
Cooke, Pon yp 
Wilson, Thomas, Manchester, Furniture Dealer. March 8 at 3 at 
offices of Brazendale, King st, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 








Winearls, Frederick Carter, Great Witchingham, Norfolk, Farmer. 
March 3 at 12 at the Norfolk Hotel, Norwich. Winearls 

Wise, Stanley Leopold, Hastings, Pianoforte Tuner. March 1 at 11 at 
offices of Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 

Womersley, Abraham, Beswick, pr Manchester, Grocer. March 5 at 3 
at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Woo1, James, Paulton, Somerset, Baker. March 6 at 12 at offices of 
Dodds. Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Wright, John Christopher, Liverpool, Hay Dealer., March 9 at 2 at 
—_ of Connor, Ranelagh st, Liverpool. Nordon and Mason, Liver- 
poo 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, " 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opp:site the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectl 
painless sys'era of adapting , 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 











In 8vo, price 21s., cloth, 


TREATISE on the LAW and PRACTICE RE. 

LATING to INFANTS. By ARCHIBALD H. SIMPSON, M.A., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-law, and Fellow of Christ’s College, 
Cambridge. 

“Such a book was decidedly wanted. Mr. Simpson’s book com- 
prises the whole of the law relating to infants. The author has evi- 
dently expended much trouble and care upon his work, and has brought 
together, in a concise and convenient form, the law upon the subject 
down to the present time.” —*‘ Solicitors’ Journal.’” 

“‘Tts law is unimpeachable. ‘We have detected no errors, and whilst 
the work might have been done more scientifically, it is, beyond all 
question, a compendium of sound legal principles.””—-** Law Times.” 

“Mr. Simpson has arranged the whole of the Law relating to In- 
fants with much fulness of detail, and yet in comparatively little 
space. The result is due mainly to the business-like condensation of 
his style. Fulness, however, has by no means been sacrificed to brevity, 
and, 80 far as we have been able to test it, the work omits no point of 
any importance, from the earliest cases to the 'ast.’’ 

* Lawyers in doubt on any point of law or practice will find the in- 
formation they require, if it can be found at all, in Mr. Simpson’s book, 
and a writer of whom thiscan be said may congratulate himself on 
having achieved a considerable success.””—‘* Law Magazine,” February, 


1876, 
London: Srevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple-bar. 


Price 5s., 


AW MAGAZINE and REVIEW and QUAR- 
TERLY DIGEST of all REPORTED CASES, 
No. CCXXIII. for FEBRUARY, 1877. Contents :— 
I, The Criminal Jurisdiction of the Admiraity of hoy the 
case of “The Franconia.” By Sic TRAVERS TWISS, 





.C.L., Q.0. 
II. The Tate Me Justice Archibald. 
III. Discovery under the Judicature Acts. By J. 0. E. WEIGALL. 
IV. Patent Law Amendment. By C. E. BRUN SKILL COOKE, M.A, 
V. Tne Public Right of Navigation. II. By G. STEGMANN GIBB, 


LL.B. 
VI. The Land System of Bosnia, 
VII. Select Cases: Scotland. By HUGH BARCLAY, LL.D. 
VIII. Reviews. 
IX. Quarterly Digest of all Reported Cases. 
Obituary, Calls to the Bar, &c. 
Srevexs & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple-bar. 


NPECIAL NOTICE to SOLICITORS. — The 
' ‘*FAC-SIMILE” PRINTING PROCESS (Byford’s Patent), 8. 
Sraaxer & Sons, Manufacturers. Extracts from letters received from 
members of the Profession,—“ Original Affidavita, Petitions, Summonses, 
ted as Records by the 
taries. From these 





&c., written with the ‘ Fac-Simile’ Ink are accep 
Record and Writ Clerks, the Chief Clerks, and Secre’ 
originals all necessary copies for the office, for the other side, aud 
for counsel can be printed, thus avoiding the necessity of examining 
copies, and the delays and expense of law stationers.” 

** Notices, circulars, bills of costs, briefs, and such other documents 
as require to be issued with certainty, rapidity, and correctness are 
produced in the office with saving of time and labour.” 

‘*We printed documents in the office in one week that would have 
cost twenty-three pounds if sent to the law stationer, and of course 
the saving in examining copies was of great value.” They add, “ We 
shall strongly recommend our friends in the profession to adopt the 
system.””—Prices complete—A (or 4to size) 25s. ; B (or Foolscap) 35s, ; 
CG (Folio or Draft) 45s, Specimens and price lists on application to 8. 
Sraaxer & Sons, 124, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. 


CS “FAO-SIMILE” PRINTING 

PROOESS (Byford’s Patent).—The public are requested to be- 
ware of spurious imitations, and to see that the above registered title 
and the manufacturers’ name, 8. Staaxsr & Sons, appear on the 
printing pad, ink label, transfer paper, &c,, without which none are 
genuine, 


| Femail COMPANY'S EXTRACT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sauces, Caution—Genuine ONLY with fac sumile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Latel, 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE S00 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. ‘ 


” 





The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated iy 
their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this Society 


Thus— 


1. The ‘‘ Seventeen Offices” Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; 

2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; 4 

3. The whole “ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. (See Government Schedule, 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. q 


The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 





A Bonus Valuation to 31st Dec., 1876, is now in progress. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, © 

















EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
& Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 


If required Interest on Loatis may be capitalized. 


F. 8. CLAYTON, 
5; AW 


Joint 
Secretaries. 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. 


C, H. CLAYTON, 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 


CHainman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Deruty-Cuainman—H, Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Revers ions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities , Immediate, Deferred, and Contingeat, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office. 
OC. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Ovrrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cust 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 


Depostts received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sen 
for collection, 

Sates any Puscuases effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 


Interest drawn, and army, navy,and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for advances 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY.—£50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society’s 
plan of monthly repayments, which inelude ocipal, premium, and 
—— the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
year. 
6 Years, | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Y ears. 
£s.4.| £6.4. | £5.04. | £5.46. 1 £0. 4, | £5. a. 
14 6 176 13 58 ro 8101 % 018 1 
Advances can be had for any other term of years not exceeding 15 
the repayments being proportionate. 
Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-bill, London, E.0. 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced 
upon house yap pall te ta 
Commission is paid to the Profession for the introduction of Borrowers 
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LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. e 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
FLENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs t 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advai 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their conti 
support.—N.B, One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrigte 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertis 
ment and file of ** London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


wer 


EASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS © 
& GENI'LEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTA 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGH AM.—Mrs, and the Misses Cam 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, wh 
bave every possible home comfort ; resident German, Freneh, 
Musical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the 
watering place on the East Coast of Great Britain having a we 
sea aspect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on an aver 
of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England, Spring 
will commence on Thuraday, 25th January. Terms, references, 
on application. 








ASTE PAPER.—C. HERBERT, Wholesale 
Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell 
road, London, E.C. Libraries purchased. C. Herbert, agent to 
* Elgin New Paper Mills,” Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Papi 
such as old ledgers, old account books, private documents (destroyel 
in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stook, part 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, Ol 
magazines; likewise old parchment, waste string, &c. Bags pro 
if not less than 5 ewt. Oatalogue of Books on sale forwarded on fe 
ceipt of two stamps, va 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immed - 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily print 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE C 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFIC 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. O 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 4 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 4 


© 





MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED — 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 4 

STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS. 
“ Exceedingly usefal.”--Standard, 4 

Sold by Stationers everywhere, Illustrated Catalogues post free frc : 
HENRY STORE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTEE, BANBURY. ; 
All Sizes can be seen at s 

13, ORANBOURNE-STREET, LEIOKSTER-SQUARE, LONDON 














